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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore [Mr. CALVERT].

——— R ——

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 19, 1997.

I hereby designate the Honorable KEN CAL-
VERT to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Rev. James David
ForD, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

We pray, gracious God, that You
would give to us and all people the
amazing grace that makes us whole
and makes us free. You have created us
and blessed us with all those gifts that
give purpose and value and You have
marked us with your image. We know
too that if we live in Your spirit and
abide in Your presence, we will receive
that peace that the world cannot give
and obtain that resolve that allows us
to be Your people and do the works of
justice. This is our earnest prayer.
Amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day's proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Chair's approval of
the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 5, rule I, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

MOTION TO ADJOURN

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to adjourn
offered by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. FRANK].

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a gquorum is not present
and make the point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 123, nays
282, not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 210]

YEAS—123
Ackerman Hansen Pallone
Andrews Hastings (FL) Pastor
Barcia Hefner Payne
Barrett (WI) Hinchey Pelosi
Becerra Hinojosa Pickett
Bentsen Hoyer Rangel
Berman Jefferson Reyes
Berry John Rodrigues
Bishop Johnson (WI) Roybal-Allard
Blumenauer Johnson, E. B. Rush
Bonior Kaptar
Boucher Kennedy (MA) Sanchex
Brown (FL) Kennedy (RI) S‘andcm
Brown (OH) Kennelly Sandlin
Capps Kilpatrick Schumer
Carson Klink Serrano
Clay LaFalce Sisisky
Clayton Lampson Skaggs
Condit Lantos Slaughter
Conyers Levin Smith, Adam
Coyne Lewis (GA) Snyder
Davis (IL) Maloney (CT) Stabenow
DeFazio Maloney (NY) Stark
Delahunt Markey Strickland
DeLauro Martinez Stupak
Dellums Matsui Tauscher
Dingell MeCarthy (MO) Thompson
Doggett McDermoftt Tierney
Eshoo MeGovern Tormr;
Etheridge McIntyre oW
Evans McNulty
Farr Meek 'I‘urgmr
Fazio Millender- Velasques
Fllner McDonald vento
Forbes Mink Waters
Ford Moakley Watt (NC)
Frank (MA) Moran (VA) Waxman
Frost Nadler Wexler
Furse Neal Weygand
Gejdenson Obey Wise
Gephardt Olver Woolsey
Hall (OH) Owens Wynn

NAYS—282
Abercrombie Baker Bass
Aderholt Baldacet Bateman
Allen Ballenger Bereuter
Archer Barr Bilbray
Armey Barrett (NE) Bilirakis
Bachus Bartlett Blagojevich
Baesler Barton Bliley
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Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Borskl
Boswell
Boyd
Brady
Bryant
Bunning
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Cardin
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Christensen
Clement
Coble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crapo
Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeLay
Deutsch
Dickey
Dicks
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreter
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Enslgn
Everett
Ewing
Fawell
Foglietta
Foley
Fowler
Fox
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green
Greenwood
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Gutlierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hamilton
Harman
Hastert
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inglis
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Kanjorskl
Kasich
Kelly
Kildee
Kim
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Klug
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Largent
Latham
Lazio
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewls (KY)
Linder
Livingston
LoBlondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas
Luther
Manzullo
Mascara
McCarthy (NY)
MeCollum
McCrery
McDade
McHale
McHugh
Melnnis
McIntosh
MeKeon
McKinney
Menendez
Metealf
Mica
Miller (FL)
Minge
Mollohan
Moran (KS)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nethercutt
Neumann
Ney
Northup
Norwood

Nussle
Ortiz

Oxley
Packard
Pappas
Parker
Paserell
Paul

Paxon
Pease
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Porter
Portman
Poshard
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Redmond
Regula
Riggs

Riley
Rivers
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Ryun

Sabo
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaefer, Dan
Schaffer, Bob
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MD)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (OR)
Smith (TX)
Smith, Linda
Snowbarger
Solomon
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stearns
Stenholm
Stump
Sununu
Talent
Tanner
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Traficant
Upton
Visclosky
Walsh
Wamp
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Watkins White Yates
Watts (OK) Whitfield Young (FL)
Weldon (FL) Wicker
Weller Wolf

NOT VOTING—29
Bono Flake Oberstar
Brown (CA) Holden Pombo
Camp Istook Pomeroy
Clyburn Kleczka Royce
Crane LaTourette Salmon
DeGette Lipinskl Schiff
Diaz-Balart Manton Stokes
Dixon Meohan Weldon (PA)
Engel Miller (CA) Young (AK)
Fattah Molinari

[ 1042

Mr. EHLERS, Mr. ROEMER, Ms. JACK-
SoN-LEE of Texas, and Messrs.
CumMINGS, Cook, LaHoop, BARR of
Georgia, EWING, DUNCAN, DREIER, KING-
STON, BoyD, EHRLICH, SAM JOHNSON of
Texas, SOLOMON, SANFORD, and
PORTMAN changed their vote from
‘yea'' to ‘‘nay.”

Mr. KLINK, Mr. KENNEDY of Massa-
chusetts, Ms. CARSON, Mr. RANGEL,
Mrs. CrLayTON, and Messrs. COYNE,
CoNDIT, and DINGELL, Ms. KILPATRICK
and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD changed their
vote from *‘nay’ to “‘yea.”

So the motion was not agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAL-
VERT). Will the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. HALL] come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. HaLL of Ohio led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

e —————
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
McDevitt, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 956. An act to amend the National
Narcotics Leadership Act of 1988 to establish
a program to support and encourage local
communities that first demonstrate a com-
prehensive, long-term commitment to reduce
substance abuse among youth, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed with an amendment
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 1757. An act to consolidate Iinter-
national affairs agencies, to authorize appro-
priations for the Department of State and re-
lated agencles for fiscal years 1998 and 1999,
and to ensure that the enlargement of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
proceeds in a manner consistent with United
States interests, to strengthen relations be-
tween the United States and Russla, to pre-
serve the prerogatives of the Congress with
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respect to certain arms control agreements,
and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title, in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:

S. 923. An act to deny veterans benefits to
persons convicted of Federal capital offenses.

| e

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain 20 1-minutes on
each side.

| —————

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mrs. EMERSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay special tribute to my late
husband, Bill Emerson, who spent 16
wonderful years as a Member of this
Chamber, 2 years as a page, and who
died a year ago this Sunday, June 22.

I remember so well when Bill was
first elected in 1980 and the excitement
and joy that we felt after his election.
And I can picture vividly so many
memories: that first dinner in Statuary
Hall, which was given by Bob Michel,
who was then the Republican leader of
the House; the many trips he, Mickey
Leland, and ToNny HALL made to Ethi-
opia, Somalia, the Sudan and other
parts of Africa; fighting for flood relief
throughout our district, standing up
for the folks he represented: and the
most recent memories of the days he
sat in the Speaker’s chair and oversaw
the business of our House.

He was so proud of the fact that he
was the only Republican in the 104th
Congress who had actually been here
during the last Republican Congress in
1953 and 1954 when he served as a page
with our colleague, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, PAuL KANJORSKI, and he
was real excited on the first day of the
104th Congress, too, when he was asked
to preside over the House.

It was Bill who taught me all about
putting people before politics and ideas
before ideology. He was my best friend
and mentor, and gave me the tools that
I needed to run for this seat in Con-
gress and to try to be a productive
Member of this legislative body.

It was he who taught me the impor-
tance of friendship in a place that can
be very lonely, and the importance of
seeking out relationships and friend-
ships with- our colleagues across the
aisle, which is why I have chosen to
speak this morning from this side of
the aisle.

Bill, T know you are in a much better
place now, though your friends and col-
leagues and I miss you very much, but
we are all better off for knowing you.
And when 1 look at the person sitting
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in the Speaker's chair every day, I see
your smiling face and hear your deep
and resonant voice and know that you
are looking down on all of us, encour-
aging us to do the right thing as we
fight for the very folks who sent us
here to represent them. Thank you so
very much for giving me and your
friends here today the benefit of know-
ing you.

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mr. SKELTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, it is 1
year ago that we lost our friend, our
colleague, my fellow Missourian, Bill
Emerson. In his stead and in his shoes
today is that charming and wonderful
gentlewoman from Missouri, Mrs. Jo
ANN EMERSON, who represents the
Eighth District of the State of Mis-
souri.

The grief has passed, the loss of pain
has passed, and I still find myself, Mr.
Speaker, because I rode with him so
very often to and from this work, at
the end of the day standing toward the
back looking around for my friend Bill
to hitch a ride out to McLean. But we
still have a lot of wonderful memories.
His memories live on.

He was truly an outstanding legis-
lator. He understood bipartisanship. He
understood what it was to represent
wonderful people back home. He under-
stood the legislative process. But most
of all I found him, as s0 many, many
did, as a friend, a true friend.

What he leaves today is more for
those who follow us in this Chamber
and who lead and will lead America in
the days and years ahead; to the pages,
which he once was, to the young people
who he spent so much time with in his
office and back home in the Eighth
District of Missouri, for he was truly a
role model.

I hope and pray that his memory will
live in those young folks who will
stand in his shoes, in our shoes in the
years ahead. We miss him, but we re-
vere his memory. We always shall.

—————

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor our former colleague, the gen-
tleman from Missouri, Bill Emerson,
who passed away a year ago after a
long and valiant battle.

Bill was known for his bipartisan-
ship, his ability to bring people to-
gether to work on hunger. Bill and I
and the gentleman from Ohio, TONY
HALL, and a few others were in a small
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covenant group that met every Tues-
day in the Capitol chapel to talk with
each other, to pray with each other,
and to support each other.

I was privileged to know Bill. He was
a person of character, a person of cour-
age, a person of integrity. Bill loved
history more than anyone else that I
knew, and Bill loved to talk about Lin-
coln; Bill loved to talk about Winston
Churchill.

I can see where Bill is; in heaven
where Lincoln and Churchill and Bill
are talking together, and Lincoln is
talking about how it was in the 1850's
and 1860’s, Churchill is talking about
how it was in World War I and World
War II, and Bill Emerson is talking
about how it really was in the 1970’s
the 1980's and the 1990's.

Bill made every effort to live by the
principles of Jesus, and he set an exam-
ple for this entire Congress to live by.
Every time I see the gentlewoman from
Missouri, Mrs. Jo ANN EMERSON, and
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr.
KANJORSKI, and the gentleman from
Missouri, Mr. SKELTON, who he rode
with, and many others, I think of Bill.

——————

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mr. HALL of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am
very honored to join with the gentle-
woman from Missouri, Mrs. Jo ANN
EMERSON, and other distinguished
Members to pay tribute to Bill Emer-
s01.

So many of us like to say that this is
my best friend, the great gentleman
from Missouri, et cetera, et cetera, but
I can tell my colleagues that Bill
Emerson was a good friend.

Like the gentleman from Virginia,
FRANK WOLF, said, Bill and I traveled
together. We ate dinner together often.
We, the gentleman from Virginia and I,
met every Tuesday at 4 o'clock in the
chapel and prayed together. We talked
about our families. Our wives knew
each other. Our children knew one an-
other.

Bill was a great man. He taught us a
lot about what it was like to be a hu-
manitarian. He taught me a lot about
agriculture and about being a great ex-
ample.

My son and he had a special thing,
too, because they both had cancer at
the same time and they died within a
month of each other. Bill would always
send my son cheesecake every week
from this famous place in his home-
town of Girardeau, I believe, and my
son always looked forward to it.

So I loved this guy and I really miss
him. He was a great man, and the gen-
tlewoman from Missouri, Mrs. JO ANN
EMERSON, is carrying on in the great
footsteps of her husband.
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Mr. Speaker, | am honored to join with Jo
AnN EMERsON and other distinguished Mem-
bers to remember and pay tribute to Bill Emer-
son.

Occasionally, during the course of our work
here in Congress, the word, “friends,” is used
lightly. But, | can say that Bill Emerson was
truly my good friend. Bill and | knew each
other for many years. We worked together,
traveled together, and spend time together
outside of work as well. Our families knew
each other and became close.

| know that Bill was also a friend to many
other Members of this body. He cultivated re-
lationships with both Republicans and Demo-
crats, judging his colleagues not by their party
affiliation, but rather by their integrity, dedica-
tion, and willingness to serve. His own integ-
rity and dedication were unmatched. Even
after he was diagnosed with cancer, he contin-
ued to work and serve—not to score points or
garner sympathy but because that was simply
the kind of man he was.

Bill was also a true friend to the needy. He
worked endlessly to ease the pain of families
and children suffering from poverty. | was hon-
ored to serve with him as cochairs of the Con-
gressional Hunger Center and work with him
to educate the Congress and the Nation about
hunger.

Bill was a good man with a truly humani-
tarian heart. He taught me a lot about serving
others, about being a good legislator, and
about the true meaning of friendship. | miss
him.

| ——

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mr. KANJORKSI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, Bill
Emerson was a colleague to all the
Members that are here on the floor. To
me, he was my oldest and dearest per-
sonal friend.

As all my colleagues have learned, as
we go through life, particularly in poli-
tics, friends and associates come and
go, but our real friends are from our
childhood. Bill and I were fortunate
enough to meet at the tender age of 15,
and I do not think there was ever a
year that went by in our lives that we
did not have an opportunity to get to-
gether, visit with each other or talk
with each other. I went through many
of his trying times and many of his
joys in his lifetime.

Bill Emerson represented something
that I want to speak to, because I
think it is germane. Maybe we should
think about forming the Emerson Soci-
ety. Because Bill, whenever I look in
the back of the Chamber, I see a little
smoke and I know that you are still
standing at the rail.

He was the type of guy, although he
was a Republican and I a Democrat,
with whom I could argue and disagree
on philosophy and on ideology. But on
humanity we agreed.

He was a man that understood the
traditions of this great body and of op-
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portunity. He and I served here as
young pages and then came back to
this great House as Members.

He suffered great pain as he saw the
stress of conflict that grew in the 1980’s
in this House. And toward the end of
his life, I think that was the most dis-
appointing part that Bill experienced—
that Members could lose civility, com-
ity, and respect for each other above
and beyond the disagreement that they
had; that it had started to go to per-
sonalities.

If Bill were here today, he would say,
wait a minute, life is very short; we are
here in a very honored and sacred
House that has great traditions. From
a small Nation in its formation in 1789
until 1995, we have become the model,
the ideal of the world, and the hope for
humanity. He would ask why can we
not walk across the aisle and get to
know each other as human beings,
identify what we have in common, and
find that we have much more in com-
mon than we have in disagreement. He
would also say that when we disagree,
they should be honorable disagree-
ments. Because Bill reflected that
most of all, as the gentlewoman from
Missouri, Mrs. Jo ANN EMERSON, has
said.

I remember Bill talking about his
most honored day when he thought
about leaving the House, because he
thought the Republican Party would be
the perpetual minority. And I am prob-
ably a little bit to blame, because I
said it was my prediction that his op-
portunity in the Sun was just around
the corner. And he stayed that extra
term or two and finally made it.

The most important moment of Bill's
life, I think, was on the first day of the
104th Congress, where after 14 years of
having been in the House of Represent-
atives and 43 years since the last Re-
publican majority, he had the oppor-
tunity to assume the gavel and the
Acting speakership of the House.

Those Members that were here dur-
ing Bill's term know that when he ex-
ercised that gavel, he was truly a
Speaker pro tempore for the whole
House. He was not just a Republican.
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1 hope that my friends on both sides
of the aisle—and I have been on both
sides of the aisle in my life—take a mo-
ment to reflect that, when we lose our
bearing, when we let anger rule over
our reason, that there were people like
Bill Emerson that understood what
this institution is all about. That is,
we should go to the basic core of hu-
manity, reach across the aisle, take
the opportunity to walk and sit with
our adversary, find out what we can
agree upon, and work toward it to-
gether, as opposed to conflict, arro-
gance, and just meanness.

Bill would be disappointed today if he
saw the continued decline in of the de-
meanor of the House. I would hope that
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maybe we can think about putting to-
gether the Emerson Society and say
this is the bottom and let us get to-
gether. It is very close. We have a lot
of work to do. Let us try to do it in the
tradition and in the spirit of my friend,
Bill Emerson.
e ———

TRIBUTE TO BILL EMERSON

(Mr. CHAMBLISS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. Speaker, I
have many fond memories of my close
personal friend and colleague, Bill
Emerson. Probably one of my fondest
memories is of the very first day that
1 was sworn in as a Member of Congress
in 1995. My wife and 1 attended the
Speaker’s prayer service that morning,
and Bill stood up and he said some-
thing that I will never forget. He intro-
duced us freshman Members to the
prayer breakfast that is held by Mem-
bers of the House every Thursday
morning and he said, “If you attend
that prayer breakfast and you pray
with your colleagues on both sides of
the aisle, when you disagree with those
colleagues on the floor of the House,
you will do it in a much more civil
manner.”

Bill Emerson was right. As we are
starting off here today, it looks like it
is one of those days that, if Bill were
here, he would remind us of that. Bill
represented in this body everything
there is about honesty, decency, and
integrity. There are only two things
that Bill loved better than this House,
and that was his God and his family. I
thank God that Bill Emerson served in
this body, and I thank Jo ANN and the
girls for sharing Bill with us. This
great country that we live in is a much
better country because Bill Emerson
served with us.

T ————————

TAX CUTS

(Ms. STABENOW asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. Speaker, I first
would indicate that I did not serve
with Congressman Emerson. I have
served with the gentlewoman from Mis-
souri [Mrs. EMERSON]. And if he is half
as good as she, I missed serving with a
wonderful man and appreciate the com-
ments today.

Mr. Speaker, I am rising to speak to
the issue of tax cuts today. We have a
bill in front of us that came from the
Committee on Ways and Means that,
unfortunately, does not do what con-
stituents in my district in Michigan
need to have done.

When I supported the balanced budg-
et agreement, I did so assuming we
would take those precious tax cut dol-
lars and focus them on the hard-work-
ing, middle-class families in my dis-
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trict and around the country. And in-
stead, what we have is 80 percent of
those tax cuts, when fully imple-
mented, going to the top 5 percent of
the public, once again, with the philos-
ophy that somehow if the rich get rich-
er, it will trickle down to each of us.
The folks in my district, who work
hard every day, want to be able to have
help to send their children to college,
work hard, be able to sell their homes.
I would like very much to see that tax
relief bill go to hard-working families.

TAX RELIEF

(Mr. TIAHRT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, any ex-
cuse is a good excuse if you do not
want to do something. There are some
here in Congress that would use any
excuse to vote against tax relief for
working Americans. Let us look at the
capital gains tax relief. One popular ex-
cuse is it is only for the rich. Yet the
IRS tells us that nearly three out of
four that will benefit from this make
less than $75,000 a year.

Economists tell us that it will not
cost anything, it will not reduce the
Federal revenue; in fact, it will in-
crease the Federal revenue. And let us
look at the $500 per child tax relief.
Some will say you do not deserve it if
you make more than $40,000 per year. I
guess if you make more than $40,000,
they think you are rich and you should
not control more of your own money,
so they would vote against any tax re-
lief.

There are those that think working
Americans do not deserve tax relief
today. But remember, any excuse is a
good excuse if you do not want to do
something.

NO TO MEGAN'S KILLER

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, Jesse
Timmendequas, the convicted killer of
T-year-old Megan, is now pleading for
his life. Megan’s killer told the jury, “‘I
am sorry and 1 pray for Megan every
day. And I ask you to let me live.” Un-
believable.

Did this bum ever consider the
screams and pleadings of little Megan?
Think about it. Megan's killer now
wants a roof over his head, three
square meals, air-conditioning, a law
library, cable television.

Beam me up, Mr. Speaker. Enough is
enough. Megan's killer should be put to
death. I say good night, sweet prince.
Go and plead your case with the demon
himself.

I yield back the balance of any more
of these types of crimes.
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PRESIDENT'S FORUM ON LAKE
TAHOE

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, recently
the White House announced the dates
for the President’s Forum on Lake
Tahoe. At this conference, both the
economic and environmental chal-
lenges that face the Lake Tahoe Basin
and its surrounding communities will
hopefully be addressed.

Among these concerns are the need
for alternative forms of transportation
and to address the fading clarity of the
water, which is decreasing at an alarm-
ing rate of over 1 foot per year. This
forum represents an important first
step in the fight to preserve the Lake
Tahoe Basin.

Eqgually as important, this forum rep-
resents the ability and the willingness
of environmental and private property
interests to work together toward a
common goal. Through the two com-
munity forums and three workshops
prior to the event, people from all lev-
els of government as well as local resi-
dents will have a voice in this forum.
Because of this cooperation, both pri-
vate property owners and Government
representatives will have constructive
input.

The Lake Tahoe Basin has become a
place for everyone to enjoy and share.
From the idea that all people should
share this beautiful work of nature has
come the realization that we are all re-
sponsible for its well-being.

Mr. Speaker, Lake Tahoe is a na-
tional treasure that must be preserved,
and this forum will help us reach this
goal.

| ———

DAY-CARE CREDIT

(Mrs. KENNELLY of Connecticut
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. KENNELLY of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday I stood here talking
about the millions of families that
were going to lose part of their child
credit if, in fact, they took their day-
care credit, millions of families.

Yesterday the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. ARCHER] sent a letter to the Presi-
dent offering to modify the Committee
on Ways and Means package, drop the
provision of taking away 50 percent of
the child-care credit.

The gentleman from Texas, Chair-
man ARCHER, has gone halfway; he can
do better. Now any family who earns
over $50,000, $50,000, one, will lose their
credit. That might sound like a lot of
money to somebody. But to a police-
man and a teacher working, paying
their FICA tax, trying to save money
to educate their children, that day-care
credit is important.

Today, I say the headline is 2 million
families are better off. The gentleman
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from Texas [Mr. ARCHER] can make ad-
ditional families better off tomorrow.
We have not gone to the Committee on
Rules. He is on the right track. Let us
get rid of that interaction between the
day-care credit and the child care cred-
it, it will be a better bill.

TAX RELIEF

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, where are
the old Democrats, like President John
Kennedy, who favored tax cuts? The
truth is that the 1960’s changed the
Democratic Party maybe forever. And
now liberal Democrats and tax cuts go
together like Dennis Rodman and the
National Basketball Association Com-
missioner David Stern.

So we have to rely on Republicans if
average people are to have hope of a
tax cut. The liberals were, meanwhile,
busy building a great society on the
backs of working people. President
Reagan gave working people a break in
the 1980's and passed tax cuts for every-
one who brought home a paycheck.

Well, now we have got a President in
office that, as a candidate, ran on the
idea of tax cuts for the middle class but
soon changed his mind after getting
elected. This is something that the new
Democrats seem to have a habit of
doing. So now it is up to the Repub-
lican Congress to try to get the same
President to get a little tax relief to
average American families.

TAX BREAKS FOR THE MIDDLE
CLASS

(Mr. WYNN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WYNN. Mr, Speaker, I rise today
to talk about tax cuts, Democratic tax
cuts. The issue today before America is
not whether we should have tax cuts.
The issue is who should benefit. The
Republicans have an elitist view of tax
cuts. That is to say, the rich would
benefit. Two-thirds of their tax cuts go
to the wealthiest 5 percent of Ameri-
cans, Americans who make an average
of $250,000 a year.

On the other hand, the Democrats
want tax cuts for the middle class and
for the working class, those people
making under $58,000 a year. In fact,
three-fourths of the tax breaks in the
Democratic tax package go to working
Americans making under $58,000 a year.

The Republicans talk about capital
gains, but they give the capital gains
tax breaks to the very wealthy. The
Democrats, on the other hand, target
capital gains tax breaks to working
families, families who sell their homes,
small businesses. The Democrats want
tax breaks for the middle class. The
Democrats want tax breaks. They want
fair tax breaks.
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TAX CUTS

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
tened with great interest to my col-
league, the gentleman from Maryland
[Mr. WynNN], and I really appreciate the
lecture on tax cuts from our friend on
the left. It is akin to letting Dr.
Kevorkian come in and design a Medi-
care plan for us.

The problem is this: The numbers
that are being used by my friends on
the left have been cooked well beyond
well done. Let us tell the truth to the
American people, Mr. Speaker. The
fact is this: Tax cuts proposed by our
majority, over 70 percent go to families
earning between $20,000 and $75,000 a
year.

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe most
working Americans consider them-
selves rich. In fact, Mr. Speaker, I do
not believe most working Americans
pay rent to themselves for the houses
they own. Yet the numbers offered by
the highly partisan Treasury Depart-
ment are the numbers upon which our
friends on the left base their baseless
canards. The fact is we provide tax re-
lief to working families. That is the
difference.

AMERICAN LEGION SUPPORTS
ETHERIDGE RESOLUTION

(Mr. ETHERIDGE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, to
my friends on my left, I have intro-
duced a death or inheritance tax bill. I
would be happy to have my colleagues
join me, because there are Democrats
that do strongly support tax relief for
people who work.

Mr. Speaker, on Memorial Day, I was
proud to honor John T. Bone, a hero of
World War II, at the American Legion
in Elm City, NC, and present to him
the medals that he had waited half a
century to accept.

Last week 1 was proud to join this
House in casting my vote to ban the
desecration of the American flag. And
today I am proud to announce to this
House that the American Legion has
joined me in support of my resolution
for educational standards of excellence
for America’s schools.

Mr. Speaker, I share with my col-
leagues the words of the American Le-
gion when they say: "The American
Legion applauds your initiative to in-
troduce challenging academic stand-
ards into our Nation's educational sys-
tem. The American Legion has been a
long-time supporter of a quality edu-
cation for each child. The adoption of
challenging academic standards by
each State would go a long way in
helping this Nation reach educational
excellence for our children.”
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I urge my colleagues to join me in
this resolution.

TRIBUTE TO BRIAN MATTHEW
EICHENBRENNER

(Mrs. MYRICK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, Brian
Matthew Eichenbrenner of Charlotte,
NC, died in the early hours of Saturday
morning, June 7, 1997, just 4 days be-
fore his 18th birthday.

He was valedictorian of Providence
Day School, and he also received the
Headmaster's Award. He was the found-
er and president of the Society for the
Political Advancement of Mankind, an
Eagle Scout in Troop 133, and a faithful
member of Sardis Presbyterian Church,
president of SADD, member of the Cum
Laude Society, Outdoors Club; the list
goes on.

Brian had every right to be openly
proud of all of his achievements, but he
shunned the praise these distinctions
gave him. His life goal was to help oth-
ers help themselves. One would always
see Brian cheering on a fellow swimmer
or tutoring a peer or performing a sim-
ple act of friendship or love that he
freely gave to the world.

His family, community, and all who
knew Brian Eichenbrenner feel the void
of his death and appreciate the gifts
and values he instilled in their lives. In
lieu of achieving his earthly goals, he
will be with the Lord, watching over
the people he so dearly loved.

Brian Matthew Eichenbrenner of Charlotte,
NC, died in the early hours of Saturday, June
7, 1997—4 days before his 18th birthday.

He was valedictorian of Providence Day
School and he also received the Headmaster's
Award. Brian was the founder and president of
the Society for the Political Advancement of
Mankind, an Eagle Scout in Troop 133, and a
faithful member of Sardis Presbyterian
Church, president of SADD, member of the
Cum Laude Society, Outdoors Club—the list
goes on.

Brian had every right to be openly proud of
his achievements. However, he shunned the
praise these distinctions gave him.

His life goal was to help others help them-
selves. One would always see Brian cheering
along a fellow swimmer, tutoring a peer, or
performing a simple act of friendship and love
that he freely gave the world.

Brian Eichenbrenner chose politics as his
method to aid his fellow man. One of his
dreams was to have led a filibuster in the U.S.
Senate. In 2032, Mr. Eichenbrenner was plan-
ning to run, and win, the Presidential election.

Brian lived his life to the fullest. He spent
his life donating his time and efforts toward his
peers. He desired their success as much as,
or even more, than he desired his own.

His family, community, and all who knew
Brian Eichenbrenner feel the void of his death
and appreciate the gifts and values he instilled
in their lives.

In lieu of achieving his earthly goals, he will
be with the Lord, watching over the people he
so dearly loved—those he called his friends.
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IN SUPPORT OF TAX FAIRNESS

(Ms. VELAZQUEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, there
is an old saying that says ‘‘Lead, follow
or get out of the way.” This would have
been good advice for the Republicans
when Democrats tried to provide dis-
aster assistance to the Midwest. This
would have been good advice for the
Republicans when they tried to kill the
Democrats’ $500 child tax credit to
working mothers who need child care
in order to work.

The Republicans will do well to heed
this advice once more as Democrats
fight to provide tax fairness to working
Americans. The Republicans claim that
low-income people do not pay taxes.
That is nonsense. The poor pay their
fair share of taxes and the Republicans
know it.

The Republicans are out of touch
with working families in this country.
Their idea of tax fairness is to give tax
breaks to millionaires and to allow big
corporations to pay no taxes at all. I
ask Members, how many Americans
think this is fair?

Lead, follow, or get out of the way.

| ——————

THE REPUBLICAN TAX BILL

(Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, I guess it is not sur-
prising to hear so many Democrat
voices voice opposition to tax relief.
The same liberal Democrats who claim
to care so much about children have a
strange way of showing it.

According to the House Committee
on Ways and Means, 657,000 children in
the State of Connecticut would be eli-
gible for the tax credit if the Repub-
lican tax bill were to become law. That
is $1.1 billion for Connecticut children,
Mr. Speaker.

In the State of New York, 3.1 million
kids; that is 3.1 million kids, Mr.
Speaker, stand to benefit from the Re-
publican tax relief package. That
translates into $5.3 billion for New
York children.

Do these liberals really want to deny
that help to their State’s children?
Perhaps this is how the liberals now
define compassion, take money away
from the parents, set up some huge
Government program and hire bureau-
crats to replace parents.

—————
REPUBLICAN TAX PLAN

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, let me talk
about facts, not labels. The gentleman
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from Arizona, a colleague on the com-
mittee, has cited the canard of the Re-
publicans: Fully 71 percent of the tax
relief provided will be for people mak-
ing between $20,000 and $75,000 a year.
Let me tell my colleagues why that is
simply inaccurate.

First of all, that stops at the 5th
yvear. It does not take into account
years 6 through 10 of the budget agree-
ment that relates to 10 years. So the
impact of the capital gains and the
IRA’s are not taken into account.

Second, that miscalculation does not
include the impact of the corporate tax
or the estate tax.

Third, it counts as taxes paid,
amounts paid by taxpayers to take ad-
vantage of the IRA provisions and the
capital gains provisions that are going
to save them taxes in the long run. It
is a phony figure. The Treasury De-
partment has it right.

WHEN IN DOUBT, TELL THE
TRUTH

(Mr. GUTKNECHT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GUTENECHT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a high school senior
in my district in Minnesota for simply
telling the truth, even when it hurt.

Recently the Elgin-Millville Watch-
men provided the Dover-Eyota Eagles
in a sectional tournament baseball
game. In the fifth inning, Watchmen
left fielder Jason Livingston missed a
fly ball and saw it barely clear the
fence for a home run. The umpire, how-
ever, ruled the hit a ground-rule dou-
ble, thinking it had bounced over the
fence.

Jason was the only one in position to
know exactly what had happened.
Without hesitating, he indicated to the
umpire that the ball had cleared the
fence for a home run. The umpire re-
versed his call, the Watchmen ended up
logsing the game, and Jason's baseball
career ended that afternoon.

Mark Twain once said, “When in
doubt, tell the truth.” Well, Jason Liv-
ingston never had a doubt. He said it
was no big deal, he just did what was
right. A week after the game, Jason
graduated from high school without a
baseball trophy. But some things are
just more important.

THE REPUBLICAN TAX PROPOSAL

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, Demo-
crats want tax cuts, but the Repub-
lican tax proposal is the tax policy
equivalent of Peter Pan's never-never
land. It is an expression of the desire to
never grow old and never die. Why are
there billions of tax cuts going to the
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dead and the immortal? Republican es-
tate tax proposals would have the J.P.
Morgan estate paying no taxes if he
were able to take advantage of it. And
just like Peter Pan, corporations live
forever and many would pay no taxes,
and many corporations would make
shamefully little contributions to the
Nation that is the source of their vast
wealth.

What does the average worker have
in common with the wealthy dead and
the eternal life of corporations? Noth-
ing, except that they would be paying
more taxes. We want to vote for tax
cuts for the living. The Democratic
substitute provides tax cuts for real
live people, for education, for reducing
taxes, on buying and selling your home
or transferring a small business to fam-
ily members, and for working families.
That is tax cuts that we can support.

————

CAPITAL GAINS TAX CUTS HELP
ALL AMERICANS

(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, Americans are confused by a
lot of misinformation about capital
gains tax cuts. For instance, liberal
Democrats whine that the capital gains
tax cuts are gifts from the Federal
Government to the rich, and the liberal
media use their megaphones to repeat
these claims as if they were the truth.

Let us remember that capital is just
another word for the money that is the
source and the lifeblood of every job
and every business that ever has been
or ever will be created. Forty percent
of all the stock in America is owned by
families making less than $75,000 per
year.

The capital gains tax cut will help
millions of middle class Americans:
Every American who has invested in a
mutual fund, every American who
saves for a home, every American who
invests for their retirement or have
pensions, every American who saves for
their children's education.

The liberals are wrong. A capital
gains tax reduction is not a tax break
for the wealthy.

STAND WITH WORKING
AMERICANS

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, this is a wakeup call for
working America and a wakeup call for
middle-income Americans. Many of us
as Democrats have had a prior life, and
many times as local officials we voted
all the time to cut taxes and stand
with working Americans.

I do not know what the Republicans
are talking about, but when you take 6
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million families and you deny them a
child tax credit when they have ex-
penses of child care, that is not stand-
ing with working Americans. When you
hurt women workers by making them
independent contractors so they can-
not get health coverage or pension ben-
efits, that is not standing with working
Americans.

And then small businesses. When
they are denied the right to take 100
percent deductibility for the health
coverage that they provide their work-
ers but yet the big guys can take 100
percent deductions, the corporations
can do it, then my Republican col-
leagues are not listening.

You do not know that the Democrats
are standing with working Americans.
We want a tax cut, but we want it for
the bunch of Americans who work
every day. Middle-income Americans
who are trying to support their chil-
dren know the facts. Stand with the
Democrats who have a bill that you
can support that has a real tax plan.

——
TAX RELIEF

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I was going
to talk about another issue, but TI'll
save that for another day. It seems im-
portant that we point out, Mr. Speak-
er, that over the last 40 years of Demo-
crat control of this House, taxes in-
creased much faster than inflation. My
first year in Congress, 1993, the Demo-
crat leadership without a single Repub-
lican vote decided that the best way to
go was to increase taxes $250 billion
over that 5-year period. Now, what we
are talking about is giving only a small
part of that 1993 tax increase back to
the American people. We are only giv-
ing $85 billion back of that $250 billion
tax increase. What we have got to do is
figure out the kind of tax changes that
are going to increase job opportunity,
increase paychecks and give more free-
dom and opportunity and responsi-
bility to individuals.

THE REPUBLICAN TAX BILL: BEN-
EFITS FOR WALL STREET, NOT
MAIN STREET

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
the American people want tax relief.
They want lower taxes. But, Mr.
Speaker, the American people want a
tax cut that goes to the people who
need it the most, America’s working
families.

The Republican tax bill is a boom for
Wall Street, but a bust for Main Street.
The Republican tax bill gives little re-
lief to working people, people strug-
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gling to pay their mortgage, pay their
car loan, pay their credit card bill and
send their kids to college. The Repub-
licans give most of their tax breaks to
the wealthiest people in America. Al-
most 60 percent of the Republican tax
breaks go to people earning $250,000 a
year or more. That is not right, it is
not fair, and it is not just. It is not
what the American people want.

The Democrats want and the Amer-
ican people want a tax cut that goes to
the middle class, to the hard-working
families that need it the most. These
are the people who deserve tax relief,
Let us not give it away to the yacht
owners, the junk bond traders and
Rolls Royce drivers. Let us say no to
the Republican tax bill.

SUPPORT H.R. 1956 TO DENY MILI-
TARY HONOR BURIALS TO
DEATH PENALTY CONVICTS

(Mr. ENOLLENBERG asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday I introduced H.R. 1955 with
the support of many of my colleagues
in order to prevent death penalty con-
viets from receiving military burial
honors in our Nation's 114 veterans’
cemeteries.

Today, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. SKELTON] is offering an amend-
ment to the defense authorization act
prohibiting the same sorts of burial
honors. I am a cosponsor on that
amendment. It saddens me personally
to offer this legislation, but it is the
right thing to do for the veterans of
our country who have given so much
for us.

The most heinous domestic violence
act ever committed ripped apart the
insides of our Nation. I am talking
about the Oklahoma City bombing
which will always remain, I believe, in-
grained in our hearts, our minds and
our souls.

And yet the perpetrator of this das-
tardly act which killed 168 people,
many of whom were children, can re-
ceive a military honor burial in a vet-
erans’ cemetery after he receives his
death penalty sentence.

Our Nation's veterans’ cemeteries are
sacred ground. They are a solemn and
sad reminder of the price our Nation
has paid for the freedom we enjoy
every day. It is not fitting to allow
Timothy McVeigh in the company of
our fallen heroes.

A DIFFERENCE OF OPINION ON
TAX BILL

(Mr. HINCHEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, it must
be confusing to people who may have
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been watching and listening to these
statements over the course of the last
several minutes. There are obviously
two differences of opinion here.

Let us look at the analysis from an
objective, nonpartisan group. The Citi-
zens for Tax Justice, who are exactly
that, have told us that the Republican
tax cut benefits overwhelmingly the
richest people in the country. Sixty
percent of their tax cut goes to 40 per-
cent of the American people. That bla-
tantly is unfair. On top of that, they
are attempting to repeal the alter-
native minimum tax. The alternative
minimum tax was put into place to
make sure that the most profitable
American corporations pay at least
something in taxes every year to the
Federal Government. If they are not
paying their taxes, then American fam-
ilies have to make up that difference.
That is what they are trying to do, to
pass the obligation to pay for what the
country needs from the richest people
to the average working people. We are
opposed to that and we are determined
to stop it.

—————————

TAX RELIEF NOW

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, the average worker is work-
ing longer and harder to achieve the
American dream, in part because it has
been 16 years since this Congress has
passed any significant tax relief.

This is about to change. The House
and Senate have drafted bills which
would provide five important areas of
relief for our workers, our families and
our children. They include a $500 per
child tax credit, death tax relief, cap-
ital gains reduction, expanded IRAs
and education initiatives to help chil-
dren afford college. These were agreed
to by the President and the Congress
and this Congress has held up its end of
the bargain, but the President is back-
tracking.

Tell me, is the President for tax re-
lief or not? It is time for the President
to quit waffling. Americans want, need
and deserve tax relief now.

O 1130

DEMOCRATS WANT A TAX CUT
FOR AMERICA'S FAMILIES WHO
MOST NEED IT

(Ms. KILPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, we
want a tax cut. The Congress has voted
for 85 billion dollars’ worth of tax cuts
over the next few years. What Demo-
crats say is we want that tax cut for
America’s families who most need it.
We believe that those middle-income
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families who work hard to raise their
children, who want them to go to col-
lege, need that assistance. We want the
bulk of Americans to have the benefit
of this Tax Code. The Democratic plan
gives us that advantage.

Mr. Speaker, the Republican plan
speaks to the wealthiest 5 percent of
American citizens who have benefited
from America’s greatness. The Demo-
cratic plan provides for children in
America to receive that higher edu-
cation for families in America who
work every day to receive the support
that they need.

Support the Democratic tax plan. Let
us work with our colleagues to make
sure that our plan reaches those Amer-
icans who need it most.

e

JUST LOOK AT THE NUMBERS

(Mr. ENSIGN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. Speaker, we have
heard a lot of talk about the numbers
of the tax bill and for the rich, for the
poor. Let us just look at a few of those
numbers right now.

The $500-per-child tax credit over the
10 years takes up $150 billion of the $250
billion in tax cuts. The education tax
credits take up $50 billion of that 250
billion. Add those together, that is 200
billion of the $250 billion, roughly 80
percent just in those two tax cuts.

Mr. Speaker, if we look at the bills,
and I do not say to the American peo-
ple to trust any politician up here,
look at the bill, pull it up on the Inter-
net, and people will see that no one can
receive 80 percent of the tax cuts that
makes over $125,000 a year as a family,
$75,000 a year as an individual.

Mr. Speaker, 75 percent of this tax
cut goes to people making less than
$75,000 a year. Do not take my word for
it. My colleagues should look it up for
themselves.

| ——————

GOP PLAN REWARDS THE RICH
WHILE DEMOCRAT ALTERNATIVE
HELPS WORKING FAMILIES

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, 1 follow
up on my colleague from the other side
of the aisle and say do, in fact, look at
the details and my colleagues will find
that the GOP tax plan rewards the rich
and the Democratic alternative helps
working families.

Let us look at the capital gains tax.
Basically the GOP plan would essen-
tially cut the capital gains tax across
the board. It would say that for the
sale of stocks, bonds or other assets
the rate would drop to 20 percent,
where it is now at 28 percent. What the
Democrats are saying is why benefit
Wall Street? Why benefit wealthy peo-
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ple who have these large portfolios of
bonds and stocks? Let us help the
homeowner.

The capital gains tax cut is a good
idea, but it should be targeted for
homeowners because that is where
most middle-class working people have
to pay a capital gains tax cut. Reduce
it for the person selling the home, not
the person with the large stock port-
folio.

And the same with the estate tax
break. Right now only 1.5 percent of
families currently pay any estate tax,
but the Republicans are saying that
they want to increase the amount up to
a million dollars. That is for the rich,
not for the working person.

| ——————

WHY REPUBLICANS SUPPORT A
$500-PER-CHILD TAX CREDIT

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, more
confusion on the Democrat side of the
aisle; it is no wonder that their Presi-
dent is reaching over to Republicans to
try to work on a responsible tax bill.

As my colleagues know, the inter-
esting thing is in this tax debate we
need to talk about tax responsibility
and social responsibility. We need in
America a tax system that is fair and
honest, a Tax Code that is clear, one
that encourages and rewards work eth-
ics. And that is why Republicans are
supporting a $500-per-child tax credit
for middle-class working families.

My wife called me yesterday about
this gentleman in our district who is
on welfare. He is 30 years old, and he
has 16 kids at 30, and his quote was:
The Lord said be fruitful and multiply.

Now I am a father of four. I think the
Lord speaks a little bit more broadly
than that, such as **You need to be pay-
ing for your kids.”” But under the Dem-
ocrat proposal, if one does not pay
taxes, they will still be able to get the
$500-per-child tax credit that middle-
class working families who pay taxes
are eligible to get. Huge difference.

HOW REPUBLICANS MISS THE
MARK OF BEING FAIR TO ALL
AMERICANS

(Mrs. CLAYTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, 1 first
want to acknowledge that those of us
who knew Bill Emerson also knew how
to debate passionately for our views on
both sides and at least held to our
views. I differ from Bill Emerson, and I
also respect him. I hope we can do the
same thing as we talk about this tax
bill.

The chairman’s mark fails to do just
what the last speaker said it does do:
Be fair. It is not fair. It fails to do that.
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The Democratic plan certainly is a bet-
ter alternative in being fair to all
Americans.

Take two examples. My colleagues
mentioned the $500 deduction that both
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. AR-
CHER] has as well as the Democrats
have. The difference is they would deny
that opportunity for struggling work-
ing people, but they would not even in-
clude the earned income tax credit in
terms of the calculation. That is one
example.

The other example is that under the
Archer mark there is 600 dollars’ worth
of relief that would be given, where the
Democrat would give $1,100.

These are just a few examples how
they miss the mark of being fair to all
Americans. Let us debate this issue,
but let us debate it objectively.

RESTRICT TAX CUTS TO PEOPLE
WHO ARE ACTUALLY PAYING
TAXES

(Mr. NEUMANN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. NEUMANN. Mr. Speaker, as this
debate on reducing taxes on working
families in America unfolds, I find it
somewhat amazing what is going on up
there. One of the goofiest criticisms
that I have heard is that people that
are paying no taxes in this country do
not get a tax cut. Well, out where I
come from, people are having a hard
time understanding how they can cut
taxes if they are not paying any taxes
in the first place.

Mr. Speaker, some may be feeling a
bit confused about this statement, and
I got to confess I was confused when I
first heard it. Now presumably the lib-
eral Democrats who have been voicing
this criticism have been saying this
with a straight face. But it is hard to
know when one is only reading such ri-
diculous accounts in the newspapers,
but apparently it is true. There are ac-
tually some liberal Democrats who are
outraged that they will not be getting
a tax cut, even though they are not
paying any taxes in the first place.

I have to tell my colleagues, back in
my district, back in Wisconsin, a lot of
folks are asking, “How could you pos-
sibly cut taxes if you're not paying any
taxes to start with? Doesn't that turn
the tax cut into a social welfare pro-
gram?”’ I have to say that I think it is
very important that we do restrict the
tax cuts to people who are actually
paying taxes.

CONGRESS IS NOT DOING ITS JOB

(Mr. GEJDENSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to just have a slight correc-
tion to my colleague in that these peo-
ple do pay taxes, and they pay a lot of
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taxes because they are at the bottom
and their FICA taxes eat up a big por-
tion of their earnings. The basic ques-
tion is, what is the job of Congress?

Under the Republican proposal, a
family that makes $17,000 a year will
lose a thousand dollars, and a billion-
aire corporation will pay lower taxes.
It seems to me there can be arguments
for lowering everybody's taxes, but a
Congress that in the same product
takes away a thousand dollars from a
struggling family trying to eke out a
living on less money than most people
in this room spend on their vacations a
yvear is a Congress that is not doing its
job.

The choices for people are clear, that
at the bottom of the economic ladder
in this country people still have to
make a decision about clothing, feed-
ing and providing health care for their
children. We are debating whether we
are going to provide health care to half
the children out there without health
care or none of them. We need to take
care of those responsibilities first.

WHO IS ON MY SIDE?

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman who spoke about providing tax
relief to people who do not pay taxes is
absolutely off the mark. The fact of the
matter is that people are paying pay-
roll taxes and the child credit applies
to those FICA or payroll taxes.

Let us get the story straight.

Republicans have proposed a tax cut
proposal; Democrats have proposed a
tax cut proposal. We are for tax cuts.
The issue is who benefits from the
Democratic program or the Republican
program? I submit to my colleagues
that the Republican bill is nothing
more than a windfall for the wealthiest
Americans, and a Democratic alter-
native offers real tax relief to middle-
class families. The Democratic tax
package puts money straight into the
pockets of average working middle-
class families. The majority of the ben-
efits from the Democratic bill go to
families making less than $100,000 a
vear in this country. The Republicans
want to provide the richest corpora-
tions in this Nation and in the world
with a reduction in their tax obligation
and at the same time deny to working
families the opportunity to get a child
care tax credit because both men and
women are in the workplace.

Understand the debate and the argu-
ment. It is an important one.

THE BUDGET AGREEMENT IS A
GOOD START
(Ms. GRANGER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, when 1
ask people back home, far away from
the political battles of Washington,
what our budget priorities should be, I
often get responses like this: Well, I
hear Medicare is going broke, so 1
guess we should do something to save
it, and I think the Government should
let me keep more of my money, so I
definitely think that average folks like
me should get a tax cut.

Mr. Speaker, 1 am happy to report
that the budget agreement will be good
news to people back home, people like
that. This budget agreement takes an
important step towards saving Medi-
care, and it contains permanent tax re-
lief for average people. Congress is fi-
nally acting and can act in a bipartisan
way to enact necessary Medicare re-
forms so that seniors are protected and
Medicare is saved, and Congress is also
acting in a bipartisan way to let Amer-
ican families keep more of their own
money, not our money.

This budget agreement reflects the
priorities of average Americans who
want to retire with health care secu-
rity and want to have a little more
freedom to enjoy the fruits of their
labor. I am going to vote for it. I think
it is a good start.

———
JUNETEENTH INDEPENDENCE DAY

(Mr. LAMPSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, today
in the Ninth Congressional District in
my State of Texas, we celebrate
Juneteenth Independence Day.

President Abraham Lincoln signed
the Emancipation Proclamation in 1863
to abolish slavery, but it was not until
June 19, 1865, 132 years ago today, that
U.S. Gen. Gordon Granger rode into
Galveston, TX in my district to an-
nounce that the State’'s 200,000 slaves
were free.

Although this holiday originated in
Texas, it is being celebrated through-
out our Nation today. I encourage all
Americans to join with me and with
the citizens of Texas, not only in cele-
bration, but to take a moment to re-
flect on the meaning of Juneteenth and
remember those African-Americans
who have been slaves and who suffered
and struggled to move from slavery to
freedom.

And finally, Mr. Speaker, quoting Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr.: *We must use
time creatively in the knowledge that
the time is always ripe to do right.”

———
SUPPORT THE B-2

(Mr. HUNTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, today we
are going to have a vote on the B-2
amendment. That is a question of
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whether or not we are going to have
this tremendous aircraft in our inven-
tory in numbers in excess of 20.

As my colleagues know, during Viet-
nam we lost about 2,300 fixed-wing air-
craft to SAM missiles. Those were the
surface-to-air missiles that the Rus-
sians were proliferating to their friends
around the world and are still prolifer-
ating to their friends. A SAM missile
took down Scot O'Grady a few months
ago in Bosnia when he was flying his
high-performance F-16 aircraft.

If we turn down the B-2 today, it is
going to be the first time the American
people have decided to send their
young pilots out in aircraft that are
not the very, very best that this Nation
can provide. Support the B-2. Our
troops need it.

——

MOTION TO ADJOURN

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAL-
VERT). The question is on the motion to
adjourn offered by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. FORBES].

The question was taken.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 27, nays 389,
not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 211]

Evi-

YEAS—27

Ackerman Hastings (FL) Moran (VA)
Brown (CA) Hinchey Oberstar
Condit John Obey
Conyers King (NY) Pastor
Dingell LaFalce Riley
Engel McCarthy (NY)  grark
Farr MeNulty
Filner Millender- E:.?L‘::a.n
Forbes McDonald
Fowler Mink

NAYS—389
Abercrombie Bishop Canady
Aderholt Blagojevich Cannon
Allen Bllley Capps
Andrews Blumenauer Cardin
Archer Blunt, Carson
Armey Boehlert Castle
Bachus Boehner Chabot
Baesler Bonilla Chambliss
Baker Bonior Chenoweth
Baldacci Bono Christensen
Ballenger Borski Clay
Barcia Boswell Clayton
Barr Boucher Clement
Barrett (NE) Boyd Clyburn
Barrett (WI) Brady Coble
Bartlett’ Brown (FL) Coburn
Barton Brown (OH) Colling
Bass Bryant Combest
Bateman Bunning Cook
Becerra Burr Cooksey
Bentsen Burton Costello
Bereuter Buyer Cox
Berman Callahan Coyne
Berry Calvert Cramer
Bilbray Camp Crane
Bilirakis Campbell Crapo
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Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davls (VA)
Deal
DeFazio
Delahunt
DeLauro
DelLay
Dellums
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Drefer
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Ensign
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Fawell
Fazio
Foglietta
Foley

Ford

Fox

Frank (MA)
Franks (N.J)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Furse
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gibbons
Gllchrest
Gillmor
Gllman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green
Greenwood
Gutlerrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hamilton
Hansen
Harman
Hastert
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Hefley
Hefner
Herger

Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inglis
Jackson (1L)

Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (WI)
Johnson, E. B
Johnson, S8am
Jones
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy (MA)
Kennedy (RI)
Kennelly
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kim
Kind (WI)
Kingston
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuelnich
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Largent
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Livingston
LoBlondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Martinez
Mascara
Matsal
MeCarthy (MO)
McCollum
McCrery
McDade
MeDermott
MceGovern
McHale
McHugh
Mclnnis
McIntosh
Mcintyre
McKeon
McKinney
Meehan
Meek
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Miller (FL)
Minge
Moakley
Molinari
Maollohan
Moran (K8)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Neal
Nethercutt
Neumann
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pappas
Parker
Pascrell
Paul
Paxon

Payne
Pease

Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Porter
Portman
Poshard
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Redmond
Regula
Reyes

Riggs
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce

Rush

Ryun

Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaefer, Dan
Schaffer, Bob
Schumer
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sesslons
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Sisisky
Skaggs
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (OR)
Smith (TX)
Smith, Linda
Snowbarger
Snyder
Solomon
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Talent
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (M3)
Taylor (NC)
Thomas
Thompson
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tierney
Torres
Traficant
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Turner Watt (NC) Wicker
Upton Watts (OK) Wolf
Velazquez Weldon (FL) Woolsey
Vento Weldon (PA) Wynn
Visclosky Weller Yates
Walsh Wexler Young (AK)
Wamp Weygand
Waters White R FL
Watkins Whitfiald

NOT VOTING—18
DeGette Klink Pombo
Fattah Klug Pomeroy
Flake Lipinskl Schiff
Gephardt Manton Smith, Adam
Goodling Markey Stokes
Istook Miller (CA) Wise
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Messrs. BoB SCHAFFER of Colorado,
WyYNN, and WELDON of Florida, Ms.
DANNER, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts,
Mr. JEFFERSON, Ms. KAPTUR, and
Messrs. LARGENT, LEVIN, and THOMAS,
and Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and
Mr. OwegNs changed their vote from
‘‘yea'’ to ‘"nay.”

So the motion was not agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

R —

PROPOSED CHANGES TO RULE ON
DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION

(Mr. BONIOR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
inguire of the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Rules, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON],
what proposed changes he may have to
offer with respect to the rule.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BONIOR. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, 1 would
say to the minority whip that out of
consideration for the ranking member
of the Committee on National Secu-
rity, the gentleman from California
[Mr. DELLUMS], who we have the great-
est respect for, I have said that many
times and will say it over and over
again. He and I come from different
philosophical persuasions, but he is one
of the true gentlemen and sincere
Members of this body.

Because of that, we are going to
change this rule and we are going to re-
move an amendment that would be a
striking amendment on the B-2 bomb-
er, remove that from the rule, having
made it in order. And we will make in
order the original Dellums amendment
No. 104, which is a striking amendment
and the transfer of those funds. That
will be one change in the rule that I
will propose in a few minutes.

Second, we will make in order an
Everett amendment No. 77 dealing with
the depots around this country with a
1-hour debate.

We will substitute a Frank amend-
ment; we will make in order a Frank
amendment No. 85 instead of the Frank
amendment No. 83. In addition to that,
we will make a Traficant amendment
No. 3 authorizing the use of the defense
personnel to assist border patrols to
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stop illegal immigration coming into
this country. And we will make in
order a Weldon amendment No. 110
which is a sense of Congress on the
need for Russian transparency on the
Yamantau Mountain project. That is
somewhat classified information, but
most of the Members understand what
that is all about. :

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, is the gen-
tleman anticipating any additional
time on any of these amendments?

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will continue to yield, we
will include on the B-2 issue, we will
extend that to 1% hours by agreement.
And, of course, the Everett amendment
has an hour of debate based on the
agreement we just discussed.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, 1 thank
the gentleman. 1 thank him and the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. ARMEY] and
others for signing off on this agree-

ment.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will continue to yield, I will
call up the rule in just a moment. I will
make this unanimous-consent request.
If it is objected to, I will wait until the
end of the rule and then make the
unanimous-consent request again. If it
is objected to, I will move that unani-
mous-consent request before the vote
on the rule.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman.

| m—eeer——

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1119, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 1998

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 169 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 169

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution, the Speaker may,
pursuant to clause 1(b) of rule XXIII, declare
the House resolved into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1119) to an-
thorize appropriations for fiscal years 1998
and 1999 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for fiscal years 1998 and
1999, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and the amendments made
in order by this resolution and shall not ex-
ceed two hours equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on National
Security. After general debate the bill shall
be considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule.

SEc. 2. (a) It shall be In order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on National
Security now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived.
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(b) No amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except the amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution and
amendments en bloc described in section 3 of
this resolution.

(c) Except as specified in section 5 of this
resolution, each, amendment printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules shall be
considered only in the order printed in the
report, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question in the House or
in the Committee of the Whole. Unless other-
wise specified in the report, each amendment
printed in the report shall be debatable for
ten minutes equally divided and controlled
by the proponent and an opponent and shall
not be subject to amendment (except that
the chalrman and ranking minority member
of the Committee on National Security each
may offer one pro forma amendment for the
purpose of further debate on any pending
amendment).

(d) All points of order against amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules and amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution are waived.

(e) Consideration of the first two amend-
ments in part 1 of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules shall begin with an addi-
tional period of general debate, which shall
be confined to the subject of United States
forces in Bosnia and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on National Security.

Sec. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chairman of the Committee on National
Security or his designee to offer amend-
ments en bloc consisting of amendments
printed In part 2 of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules not earlier disposed of or
germane modifications of any such amend-
ment. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant
to this section shall be considered as read
(except that modifications shall be reported),
shall be debatable for twenty minutes equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chairman
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on National Security or their des-
ignees, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the guestion in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. For the purpose of
inclusion in such amendments en bloc, an
amendment printed in the form of a motion
to strike may be modified to the form of a
germane perfecting amendment to the text
originally proposed to be stricken. The origi-
nal proponent of an amendment included in
such amendments en bloc may insert a state-
ment in the Congressional record imme-
diately before the disposition of the amend-
ment en bloc.

SEC. 4. The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may: (1) postpone until a time
during further consideration in the Com-
mittee of the Whole a request for a recorded
vote on any amendment; and (2) reduce to
five minutes the minimum time for elec-
tronic voting on any postponed guestion that
follows another electronic vote without in-
tervening business, provided that the min-
imum time for electronic voting on the first
in any series of questions shall be fifteen
minutes.

SEC. 5. The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may recognize for consideration of
any amendment printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules out of the order printed,
but not sooner than one hour after the chair-
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man of the Committee on National Security
or a designee announces from the floor a re-
quest to that effect.

SEC. 6. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. Any Member may demand a sepa-
rate vote in the House on any amendment
adopted In the Committee of the Whole to
the bill or to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 7. House Resolutions 161, 162, and 165
are laid on the table.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAL-
VERT). The gentleman from New York
[Mr. SoLoMON] is recognized for 1 hour.

REQUEST FOR MODIFICATION TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 169

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask
unanimous consent that during the
consideration of H.R. 1119, pursuant to
House Resolution 169, it may be in
order:

To offer the amendment numbered 7
in part 1 of House Report 105-137 in the
modified form that I have placed at the
desk, to debate it for 90 minutes equal-
ly divided and controlled by the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DELLUMS]
or his designee and an opponent, and
otherwise to consider it as though
printed in House Report 105-137;

To offer the amendment numbered 15
in part 2 of House Report 105-137 in the
modified form that I have placed at the
desk, and to debate it for 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
FRANK] or his designee and an oppo-
nent, and otherwise to consider it as
though printed in House Report 105-137;

To offer an amendment by the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. EVERETT] or
his designee in the form that I have
placed at the desk, and to debate it for
1 hour equally divided and controlled
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
EVERETT] or his designee and an oppo-
nent, and otherwise to consider it as
though printed in House Report 105-13T;

To offer an amendment offered by the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
WELDON] or his designee in the form
that I have placed at the desk, which
shall be in order as though printed as
amendment numbered 42 in part 2 of
House Report 105-137;

And to offer an amendment by the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TRAFICANT]
or his designee in the form that I have
placed at the desk, which shall be in
order as though printed as amendment
numbered 43 in part 2 of House Report
106-137;

And, finally, the additional period of
general debate on the subject of United
States forces in Bosnia, described in
section 2(e) of House Resolution 169,
shall precede the offering of amend-
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ments numbered 8 and 9 in part 1 of the
report of the Committee on Rules rath-
er than the amendments numbered 1
and 2 in that part.

And, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the reading of
the amendments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

Mr. RILEY. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
SoLOMON] is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield 30 minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
FrosT], pending which I yield myself
such time as I may consume. During
consideration of the resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

Mr. Speaker, let me explain again
what will happen here. The unanimous-
consent request making these changes
to the rule has been objected to, so at
the end of this debate I would propound
the unanimous-consent request again.
If that is objected to, I would then
move it and there would be a recorded
vote taken at that time.

Having said that, Mr. Speaker, this is
the traditional structured rule that the
Committee on Rules has provided in
past years for defense authorization
bills.

First, this rule provides 2 hours of
general debate. The committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is
made in order as the original text.

Next, the rule provides that no
amendment will be in order except
those in the report accompanying this
rule. Each amendment will be debat-
able for the amount of time provided in
the Committee on Rules report.

The amendment will not be subject
to amendment except as specified in
the Committee on Rules report. How-
ever, the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Na-
tional Security may each offer one pro
forma amendment for the purpose of
further debate on any pending amend-
ment.

The rule provides that before the
House considers the two amendments
dealing with the subject of United
States forces in Bosnia, there will be
an extra hour and a half of general de-
bate, if the unanimous-consent request
goes through, controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of
the Committee on National Security.

Next, the rule provides at any time
the chairman of the Committee on Na-
tional Security or his designee may
offer en bloc amendments consisting of
amendments printed in part 2 of the
Committee on Rules report or germane
modifications of those amendments.

These en bloc packages of amend-
ments will be debatable for 20 minutes
and will not be subject to amendment.
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This rule provides authority for the
chairman of the Committee of the
Whole to roll votes in order to make
more efficient use of Members' time.
That means we can cluster votes to try
to save the Members' time running
back and forth.

Amendments may be considered in an
order different from that in the Com-
mittee on Rules report if the chairman
of the Committee on National Security
or his designee gives at least 1 hour’s
notice on the floor of the House.

The rule also provides for a motion
to recommit with or without instruc-
tions.

The very last section of this rule, Mr.
Speaker, provides for laying on the
table three rules which were originally
reported in order to provide for the
consideration of supplemental appro-
priation bills. Then the rules became
unnecessary when the supplemental ap-
propriation bill was taken up by unani-
mous consent.

Mr. Speaker, of the approximately
130-0dd amendments submitted to the
Committee on Rules, there have been
56 made in order by the rule. Nineteen
of these, and now 20, are offered by
Democrats and 29 are offered by Repub-
licans and 5 have bipartisan sponsor-
ship. This means that 40 percent of the
amendments submitted to the Com-
mittee on Rules are made in order by
this rule. Given the time constraints
for consideration of this bill on the
floor, this rule represents a very fair
balance between the majority and the
minority.

Mr. Speaker, on the bill itself, let me
just again congratulate the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE],
chairman of the Committee on Na-
tional Security, for once again putting
together an excellent piece of legisla-
tion under very difficult cir-
cumstances. And again let me com-
mend the ranking minority member,
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DeELLuMs], for his outstanding work.
Again, this is a very controversial
issue. We all come from different philo-
sophical persuasions, but the gen-
tleman from California has certainly
done all he could do to cooperate in
this matter.

Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely impera-
tive this bill contain adequate funding
for our military personnel who are
right now out in the field standing
vigilant on behalf of all Americans,
particularly in a place called Bosnia
right now, and up in the border be-
tween North and South Korea.

It is imperative that this bill contain
enough guality of life incentives to re-
tain and recruit the best people we can
from all walks of life across this coun-
try.

It is imperative that this bill contain
enough funding for operations and
maintenance so that our troops can be
as highly trained as possible in case
they are called into battle.
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It is imperative that this bill contain
adequate funding for weapons procure-
ment and research and development so
that our troops can fight and defend
themselves with only the very best
equipment and technology available.

Mr. Speaker, it.is imperative that
this bill set out policies which are con-
sistent with and seek to maintain the
unique warrior culture of the military,
for without that, we cannot win wars,
and that is what our military is there
for, God forbid they ever be needed.

Mr. Speaker, to the best extent pos-
sible, this bill, I think, does all of that.
At $268 billion, the bill adds nearly $3
billion to President Clinton's wholly
inadequate request. The bill adds $3.7
billion to the President’'s request for
procurement and $1.5 billion for re-
search and development over and above
the original request.

These accounts contain adequate
funding for the weapon systems of to-
morrow, such as the F-22 stealth fight-
er, the B-2 bomber, the Marine Corps
V-22 troop carrier, and the next gen-
eration of aircraft carriers and sub-
marines which are so vital to the stra-
tegic interests of our country around
the world.

These accounts also contain funding
to bring us one step closer to devel-
oping and deploying defenses against
ballistic missiles, something for which,
and I can guarantee my colleagues, we
will all be grateful for some day.

H.R. 1119 contains, Mr. Speaker, a 2.8-
percent pay raise for every soldier and
sailor and marine and air force man
serving in our military today, and adds
significant funding increases for bar-
racks, family housing, and child care
centers.

I say to my colleagues, if Members
have not visited these military instal-
lations around our own country and
overseas, they really should do it, be-
cause much of the housing, both in
America and overseas, is inadequate. It
is an embarrassment to put our fami-
lies of military personnel today in
them.

When I served in the Marine Corps,
more than 45 years ago, 90 percent of us
were single. We did not have to worry
so much about housing. Today, 70 per-
cent of our military people are mar-
ried, both men and women that serve
in our military, and they deserve de-
cent quarters to live in.

The bill also sets up a commission to
resolve the complex and very troubling
problems of gender integrated training,
while requiring psychological screen-
ing for all drill instructors.

This bill does not have, Mr. Speaker,
a provision which would separate the
basgic training of men and women in
our military, and 1 worry about that.
In the Marine Corps, we do not do that.
We separate them, and we do not have
some of these problems that have
cropped up. I really do hope we will
study this issue and try to resolve it.
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We want to be as fair as we can to ev-
eryone, but we want to try and solve
the problems that have cropped up in
recent months and years.

Despite all these excellent provisions
in this bill, Mr. Speaker, let me go on
the record right here and now. We con-
tinue to provide inadequate, yes, inad-
equate funds for this Nation’s defenses.
This bill will represent the 13th
straight year of inflation-adjusted cuts
to this budget. No other account in the
Federal budget has been cut so much.

Weapons procurements, which have
been cut by nearly 70 percent since
1985, remain at least $14 billion below
what the Joint Chiefs of Staff say we
need to be in order to retain our tech-
nological advantage over potential ad-
versaries.

Let us turn that around and compare
it to the People's Republic of Com-
munist China, where in the last 4 years
their budget has almost doubled. In the
1990’s alone they have increased more
than 50 percent, and in the last year
alone 15 percent. We have to think
ahout that.

Our military is vastly smaller and
older than just 6 years ago during
Desert Storm. Most experts agree that
such a mission would simply be impos-
sible today. One great example of that
are the bombers that we fly today.
Some of them, many of them, are more
than 40 years old, even much older
than the pilots flying them.

In 1991 we had 18 army divisions and
used 7 of them in Desert Storm. Today
we have only 10 divisions, not 18, and
are heading toward 9. What are we
going to do if we have to put another
seven divisions back in a place called
Desert Storm or in the gulf, when
China is selling and giving Iran mis-
siles that are going to create an inci-
dent over there that is sure as heck
going to draw us back into it? Where
will we get those seven divisions if we
only have nine altogether? That means
we will have to pull troops from all
over the world, put them in one place,
and then what would we do if there was
an outbreak in North Korea? We would
be in serious trouble.

Mr. Speaker, as former Secretary of
Defense William Perry said, a Clinton
appointee, we are already at the min-
imum force structure level we need in
order to retain our role as a global
power. We should think about that. Of
course, this is not the fault of the Com-
mittee on National Security, as I said
before. They have operated under very
severe constraints, and those con-
straints are the repeated unwillingness
of our President to pay adequate atten-
tion to this Nation’'s defense.
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Despite his State of the Union pledge
yvears ago, President Clinton continues
to cut national defense funding in his
budget he presents to this body and has
fought our defense levels tooth and
nail.
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Mr. Speaker, that to me is a scandal,
but it is one we can overcome by vot-
ing for this rule and voting for this bill
today and then working together to
find additional moneys for the No. 1
constitutional duty of this House. We,
as representatives of our people, are
primarily here to provide for national
defense for all Americans adequate to
protect our strategic interest in and
around the globe and, in doing so, give
our young men and women in uniform
the best state-of-the-art equipment
that we can give them to carry out
their mission should, God forbid, they
ever be called into harm’s way.

So I would ask my colleagues at the
appropriate time to come over here and
vote for this rule and then let us de-
bate the bill and let us pass it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, 1 have an
opening statement. However, at this
time, prior to my opening statement, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California [Mr. Fazio] because of a
scheduling conflict; and then, with the
concurrence of the majority, I would
like to proceed to my opening state-
ment as soon as the gentleman from
California [Mr. FAzIO] is through.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to thank my colleague,
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. FROST]
for yielding me this time at this point
and for many other courtesies that he
has rendered, particularly in reference
to this particular piece of legislation.

I rise in opposition to this restrictive
rule as it currently stands. This is a
rule, as reported last night, that is out-
rageous, restrictive, undemocratic, and
unprincipled. And if it cannot be re-
paired before we vote on it, and I cer-
tainly hope it will be, it ought to be de-
feated.

Regrettably, the Everett-Sabo-Klug-
Fazio amendment was not made in
order last night despite overwhelming
evidence that Members of this House
wanted an opportunity to voice their
position on the issue of using competi-
tion as a means to make DOD dollars
more efficient and save hundreds of
millions of dollars for the taxpayer. It
is incredible that the Speaker would
not let the House vote on this highly
important public policy, one that could
lead, I might add, directly to a veto of
this entire defense authorization bill.

In my view, lately we have had all
too many votes here on the floor to
support restrictive and undemocratic
rules that muscle Members of this
House. Without our amendment, this
bill undermines the military’s effort to
modernize and prepare for the 21st cen-
tury by effectively eliminating com-
petition for depot maintenance work-
load. And without competition, we lose
crucial cost savings and value for the
American taxpayer.

This, I might add, was a bipartisan
amendment. It crossed the political
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spectrum in this House. And still, the
Speaker, as of last night, has inter-
vened to make sure that it would not
go forward. For a while, it looked as
though the parochial interests of a few
had won out on this amendment. But
now the unanimous-consent request, if
agreed to, would restore this and other
important amendments.

If that were to succeed, I would sup-
port the rule and hope others would, as
well. Because then we would have
ample time and a breadth of issues that
we could consider, in the full belief
that we have given the defense author-
ization bill due consideration.

I have always supported defense bills
on this floor. However, I cannot, in
good conscience, support this rule if
the request of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SoLomoN], his unanimous-
consent request, is not agreed to, ei-
ther through lack of objection or, more
likely, as a result of a vote that he will
ask for.

For those who have not quite figured
it out yet, we are in serious jeopardy of
not having a defense bill this year. The
President will veto this bill in its cur-
rent form. I oppose this bill in its cur-
rent form, and I urge the House to de-
feat this undemocratic and unprinci-
pled rule unless we first vote to amend
by supporting the motion of the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON].

It needs to be repaired or it needs to
be defeated. And there is far more on
the table here than the simple paro-
chial issues that some think we are
fighting about. This is about preserva-
tion of the American defense industrial
base. 1 hope Members will support the
motion to be made and then the rule
and, more importantly, listen carefully
to the Everett-Sabo amendment when
it is offered later to strike language in
this bill which never was heard in the
full committee, but which does terrible
detriment to our defense establish-
ment.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Let me at the outset kind of review
where we are. I think it is very impor-
tant. This may be a little confusing for
Members. It may be a little confusing
for the public watching this pro-
ceeding.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
SOLOMON] is going to renew his unani-
mous-consent request at the end of this
hour. If there is objection, then he will
move this matter, move to amend the
rule. And, of course, the components
that will be in both his unanimous-con-
sent request and his motion are the
Dellums-Kasich-Foley amendment, the
Everett amendment, the Frank Amend-
ment No. 85, Traficant No. 3, and
Weldon No. 110.

I will support the effort of the gen-
tleman from New York to amend this
rule. And assuming that is successful, 1
will support the rule. And I think I
speak for a number of Members on my
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side of the aisle. If his effort is not suc-
cessful to amend this rule, there are a
very large number of Members on this
side of the aisle who will vote against
the rule.

Let me be clear. Some of my col-
leagues, on the merits, when we get to
it will not support the Dellums amend-
ment when it is offered tomorrow or
tonight, but we support right of the
gentleman from California [Mr. DEL-
LUMS] to offer his amendment, and that
is a very, very important distinction
and a very, very important point.

So I would urge this House, on both
sides of the aisle, to support the
amendment of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SoLOMON] so that we will
then be able to pass this rule. Should
the amendment not pass, there is a real
chance this rule will not pass and we
will not be able to proceed to the con-
sideration of this bill today and the re-
mainder of this week.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from California [Mr. DELLUMS], and
then I want to continue my statement.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Texas for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to say that
I appreciate the fact that we have re-
solved what clearly was about to be a
major injustice, and I am appreciative
that I have been given the opportunity
to offer the amendment on the B-2 that
I drafted. There have been other con-
cessions that the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SoLoMON] has offered as an
amendment to the rule.

I simply rise to say, first of all, I am
appreciative of the fact that we have
sat down to negotiate these matters
out in good faith. They have been nego-
tiated to this gentleman’'s satisfaction.
I thank my colleague for his kind and
generous remarks.

I would simply underscore for empha-
sis the remarks of my distinguished
colleague from Texas, Mr. FROST, that
those who stood in the well of this
House, in this Chamber this morning
who were supportive of my right to see
to it that the process had integrity and
had dignity, that they would support
this amendment.

I know that there are other con-
troversies here because other matters
were brought into it. 1 would simply
say that at the end of the day, we all
ought to be about transparency and ac-
countability and, in the marketplace of
ideas, let us have a free and open de-
bate.

I have never been a person that said
that I had to guarantee that I win. I
probably lost since 1971 more times
than any one Member in this Chamber,
and I try to learn how to lose with
pride and dignity. But what I always
demand is the right to have a free and
honest debate in the marketplace, and
let us have an honest and open ex-
change.

The amendment of the gentleman
from New York provides us with this
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opportunity, and I appreciate that. I
urge my colleagues who are supportive
of those principles to support that
amendment and let us move on.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, if I may
continue my remarks at this point, it
is my intention to support H.R. 1119,
the Department of Defense authoriza-
tion bill for fiscal year 1998.

This legislation is one of the most
important bills this House will con-
sider this year. It authorizes a total of
$268 billion in spending for our national
defense, an amount which will ensure
the military superiority of the United
States in the next year and in the
years to come.

This funding level will ensure that
production of important weapon sys-
tems continues, will ensure that the
Congress’ efforts to improve quality of
life for our men and women in uniform
and their families continues, and will
ensure that our commitments around
the world are met.

H.R. 1119, the National Security
Committee has provided $2.1 billion for
research and development for the F-22,
the next-generation air superiority
fighter which is designed to replace the
F-16. The Committee has also provided
for a total of $1.3 billion for production
and continued research and develop-
ment for the V-22 Osprey. The addition
of this aircraft to the Marine Corps and
Special Forces arsenal will ensure that
our soldiers and marines can be quick-
ly and safely delivered into combat.

The Committee has provided funding
to restart those parts of the B-2
Stealth production line which have
been shut down. The B-2 is a vital com-
ponent in our national security system
and will continue to serve the Air
Force well into the next century. H.R.
1119 not only restarts production lines,
it provides adequate funding for ad-
vance procurement to ensure that pro-
duction of this effective weapons sys-
tem continues in future years.

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Na-
tional Security has provided the Presi-
dent’s request for a 2.8-percent pay in-
crease for military personnel, has pro-
vided a new special duty pay for service
at hardship posts, and has increased
the family separation allowance. The
men and women who make up our
armed forces today are being asked to
make enormous sacrifices while in-
creasing their workload because of in-
creased operations worldwide and per-
sonnel drawdown.

I think the Committee has rightly fo-
cused much of its attention on quality-
of-life issues for our soldiers, sailors,
airmen, and marines and their fami-
lies, for they are the foundation that
ensures that our national security is
indeed secure.

Mr. Speaker, I would ask if I may di-
rect one question to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. SOLOMON]. It was
not clear to me during his explanation,
on the question of the Everett amend-
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ment, as to where that would appear,
assuming his amendment is adopted
and the Everett amendment is made in
order.

I would ask the gentleman from New
York, do I understand that would ap-
pear in part A of the attachment to the
rule? And if so, where in part A will it
appear? Would it be at the end of part
A?

Mr. SOLOMON, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FROST. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I will
say to the gentleman, it would appear
at the end of part A, which means it
could be brought up at any time. As my
colleague knows, that is flexible.

Mr. FROST. I just want to be clear
that it was in part A and not part B.

Mr. SOLOMON. At the end of part A.

Mr. FROST. That is my assumption.
I appreciate the gentleman for clari-
fying that.

I just want to repeat before I yield
time to other speakers what I said at
the outset. The adoption of the Sol-
omon amendment to the rule later in
this hour is critical. I intend to support
that. If the Solomon amendment fails,
this rule is in jeopardy and the rule
may not pass. So I will support the Sol-
omon amendment and, assuming the
Solomon amendment is in order, I will
support the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Florida [Mr. GoOss],
chairman of the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence and a mem-
ber of the Committee on Rules as well.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend, the gentleman from Glen Falls,
NY [Mr. SoLOMON], the chairman of the
Committee on Rules, for yielding the
time, and I rise in support of this fair
structured rule as outlined by the
chairman. I think that the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. FROST] and the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON]
have clearly laid out what is before us
in terms of how this is going to unfold.

While we could not possibly make
each of the 120, actually I think it was
more than 130-plus, amendments in
order, I believe that this rule allows for
debate on amendments in all of the
major policy areas. Providing for the
national defense is arguably one of the
only 100-percent legitimate, constitu-
tionally mandated functions of the
Federal Government. And that is the
business today.

Unlike some of my colleagues and
some of the folks in the administra-
tion, I have never been able to share
the unrelenting optimism of those who
greeted the end of the cold war as the
time to set aside all of our national de-
fense systems.
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I happen to believe that the world is
still a very dangerous place.
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What this means is that we must
place a premium on good intelligence
and highly trained and responsive
armed services. While we have been
very successful at cutting spending in
some areas since the 1980's, I cannot
support further massive defense cuts,
cuts which would undermine our long-
term security for the sake of some
short-term gain.

H.R. 1119 ups the funding in key read-
iness accounts and halts reductions in
active duty military personnel. It gives
our soldiers and their families long
overdue assistance and improved qual-
ity of life by closing pay gaps, improv-
ing military housing and bolstering the
defense health care system, all matters
that we have heard spoken to so far
today.

H.R. 1119 will also put modernization
programs back on track by giving pri-
ority to unfunded requirements, en-
couraging technological innovation,
and there are many that are very
promising, and ensuring that the Re-
serve Forces that are more and more
often being called to duty have the
training and the equipment they need
when they are in harm’s way.

This is all designed to ensure one
thing, that we are up to the national
security challenge, whatever that chal-
lenge is, when it comes: The next Pearl
Harbor, the next Desert Storm, what-
ever the form, wherever the place,
whenever the time.

Of course, in today's budgetary cli-
mate we also recognize that no depart-
ment can or should escape scrutiny or
reform. This legislation does include
measures to downsize unnecessary and
low priority bureaucracies in the De-
fense Department and to improve busi-
ness practices in the Defense Depart-
ment.

And the rule before us makes a bipar-
tisan manager’s amendment in order
that is going to take further strides in
this area. Those who serve their coun-
try deserve our honor and respect. The
best way to serve them is to maintain
our strong commitment to them and to
their families and to ensure that they
have the resources and the training
they need when they move on to the
battlefield. This legislation gets us on
the right path. I support it. I urge my
colleagues to do the same.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. MORAN].

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I oppose this rule, because the Com-
mittee on Rules had an opportunity to
rectify an injustice, By choosing not to
rectify it, it perpetuated it.

The gentleman who just spoke said
that those who defend our country are
entitled to the respect that they de-
serve. But what about after they have
served our country? Mr. Speaker, the
Pentagon, the Department of Defense
is the only large organization in Amer-
ica that once its employees reach the
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age of 65, they become ineligible for
that employer’'s health care. They be-
come ineligible for CHAMPUS, they be-
come ineligible for TRICARE, and they
are told that the only thing they can
do is go to a military treatment facil-
ity and wait at the end of the line until
everyone else has been served, and only
if there is no one else waiting for
health care can they then be served. It
is wrong. It is unfair. We have a solu-
tion to it.

The chairman of the Committee on
Rules is a sponsor of my legislation
that allows Medicare military retirees
to join the FEHBP. I thought he under-
stood the situation. Apparently he does
not understand the situation because if
he did, he would want to rectify it, I
am sure. But the Committee on Rules,
in reporting out this rule, chose not to
address it in the way that makes the
most sense, which is to make military
retirees eligible for the Federal Em-
ployees Health Benefits Plan. There is
no other way that military retirees can
get decent, affordable, accessible
health care. All we wanted to do was to
demonstrate how it can be done in the
most efficient manner. It would not
have cost any money. It was the right
thing to do. It should have been done.
I urge a vote against the rule.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. TRAFICANT].

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, we
have one Border Patrol agent for every
2.5 miles of border as I speak. In the
last 6 weeks Border Patrol agents have
been shot, one almost killed. Eighty
percent of certain narcotics are coming
across the border. Illegal immigration
is running rampant and the American
people have been asking, look, if Con-
gress has declared war on illegal immi-
gration, if Congress has declared war
on drugs, then when is Congress going
to engage in the battle? When is Con-
gress going to fight?

I want to thank the gentleman from
New York [Mr. SOLOMON], the chair-
man; the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
Goss], the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. MOAKLEY] and everyone who
has helped to make my amendment in
order.

The Traficant amendment says that
our military, that right now many of
them are falling out of chairs without
arm rests overseas, can be transferred
to our border in the Southwest, not to
make arrests but to detain and hold il-
legal immigrants and people running
across the border with backpacks full
of narcotics and cocaine for the Border
Patrol.

Mr. Speaker, let me say this. The
taxpayers of this country are financing
chaos literally on our border. It is time
to fight. Our troops are cashing their
checks overseas, going to the theater
in Rome, for dinner in Frankfurt, and
we have narcotics corrupting our cit-
ies, our government, and destroying
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the lives of our children. I say it is
time, Congress, to wage war,

I want to thank those who are trying
and attempting to make this amend-
ment in order. I will debate this
amendment when it comes. The debate
on this amendment is necessary. That
is where the debate should take place,
not on the streets but in the halls of
Congress.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado [Mr. HEFLEY], one of the most re-
spected Members of this body.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I support
this rule. No, it does not have every-
thing in it that I would like. I think
the gentleman from Virginia men-
tioned an area that we all ought to be
concerned about when we talk about
military retirees, but I think basically
it is a good rule. But there is one item
that I wish we had made in order that
I had requested, and that is we are re-
quired in the area of defense to do more
with less now. And so we want every
single dollar to be spent in the most ef-
fective way possible. I wish the gen-
tleman had made my Davis-Bacon
amendment in order so that we could
discuss the amount of savings that
could come if we exempted from the
Davis-Bacon Act military construc-
tion.

We are over 70 years behind in our in-
frastructure capitalization in our
armed services. In housing alone, de-
pending on the service, we are 10 to 40
years behind. There simply is not
enough money in MILCON to get from
here to there under the present cir-
cumstances.

And so we went to Secretary Perry
and sat down with him when he was
Secretary of Defense and we said, how
can we do better? One of the things we
did was to set up some privatization of
housing on military bases. I think that
helped some. But we also said, what are
the impediments to getting the most
bang for the buck? And they gave us a
list of those impediments and we have
been trying to deal with those. But one
of them was the Davis-Bacon Act that
is costing enormous sums more than
we ought to be paying. In fact, the esti-
mates are in the billions of dollars of
savings if we could simply remove the
Davis-Bacon, the Depression era Davis-
Bacon, archaic law from the books
where military construction is con-
cerned.

If we want the most for the money,
Mr. Speaker, this is something that
needs to be done and we need to con-
sider it in the future even though it is
not considered in this particular bill.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. TAYLOR].

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time. I am
going to oppose this rule for a number
of reasons. But first and foremost, this
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is supposed to be a democracy. This is
supposed to be the place where the
Members who were sent here by about
550,000 people, citizens of this country,
have the opportunity to make things
better. Unfortunately the Committee
on Rules in many instances decided
that those people do not count, that we
cannot make things better, that we do
not even have the chance to make
things better.

One of the things that I would have
very much liked to addressed and
asked the Committee on Rules yester-
day to address involves the war on
drugs. Our Nation spends about $12 bil-
lion on the war on drugs. As I speak we
have AWAC's flying over Central and
South America. We have what is called
E-3's and P-3's flying over Central and
South America. We have troops on the
ground in Colombia in at least 3 dif-
ferent locations. At one of those loca-
tions about 80 miles away, the Colom-
bia guerrillas overran a Colombian
army base and either killed or captured
everyone there in the month of Feb-
ruary. It is a real war, with real deaths.
Just a few years ago in Peru, one of our
C-130's on a reconnaissance patrol was
shot up by Peruvian aircraft. We do not
know whether he did it by mistake or
on purpose. We do know that an Amer-
ican airman fell 11,000 feet to his death.
It is a real war, with real money, and
real American lives being lost.

One amendment that I wanted to
offer that the Committee on Rules cow-
ardly did not even vote on would have
said we need to test those civilians who
work for the Department of Defense to
see whether or not they are on drugs,
particularly those involved in the
counternarcotics effort. What good
does it do to spend all of this money
and put people's lives on the line if the
people who are manning the aircraft,
who are making them work, people
who know where the missions are going
to go, are on drugs? What if they are in
cahoots with the drug dealers?

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
SoLoMON] did not even think it was
worth voting on. The gentleman from
California [Mr. DREIER] did not think it
was worth voting on. The gentleman
from Florida [Mr. Goss] did not think
it was worth voting on. The gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. LINDER], the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Ms. PRYCE], the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. Diaz-
BavLaRrT], the gentleman from Colorado
[Mr. McInNIS], the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. HASTINGS] and the
gentlewoman from North Carolina
[Mrs. MYRICK] did not even think it
was worth voting on. Are they going to
tell me in those States there is not a
drug problem, that we do not need to
know whether or not the guys who are
supposed to be on our side being paid
by our country are on drugs?

Ronald Reagan back in 1986 when he
was the President of the United States
called for a drug testing policy, but it
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was not mandatory. 1 think we need to
know if the people who work for you
and me are on drugs. It is a shame that
the Committee on Rules does not feel
the same way. I urge my colleagues to
vote against this rule.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from
Vermont [Mr. SANDERS].

Mr. SANDERS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, while the recent
changes in the rule announced by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. SoL-
OMON] certainly improve the bill, and I
will strongly be supporting the Del-
lums amendment, among others, it is
my view that when we are dealing with
a $268 billion authorization, an author-
ization which ultimately determines
the priorities of this country, that
every Member of this body who has
thought about this issue has a right to
have their amendment offered on the
floor of the House and debated on the
floor of the House.

In a fundamental way, today we are
discussing the priorities of this Nation.
We are talking about spending tens and
tens of billions of dollars on weapons
systems that many experts think we do
not need while at the same time Mem-
bers of Congress want to cut back on
Medicare, want to cut back on Med-
icaid, while we continue to have the
highest rate of childhood poverty in
the industrialized world, while people
are sleeping on the street, while mil-
lions of families cannot afford to send
their kids to college.

Mr. Speaker, what we are talking
about today are national priorities. Do
we put more money into B-2 bombers
and less money into health care for our
senior citizens? More money into sub-
marines and not adequately fund edu-
cation or health care for the people?
Those are issues of enormous con-
sequence. Every Member of this body
should have a right to participate in
that debate.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from New
York [Mrs. MALONEY].

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, this Congress is looking
at the biggest peacetime military scan-
dal in recent history. Too often women
enter the military to serve their coun-
try, yvet end up having to defend them-
selves. We have seen cases of rape, sex-
ual assault and harassment at every
level. Military standards of courage,
honor, and valor have given way to
sexism, favoritism and power.
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And this Congress is willing to only
make minimal efforts toward reform.

More than 2 months ago, I introduced
a bill asking for a commission to re-
view the entire military justice sys-
tem. My efforts toward adding the
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commission to the DOD bill were re-
jected. 1 congratulate the Committee
on National Security for at least in-
cluding part of my proposal in their
bill, but it falls far too short of what is
needed.

We have seen enough scandals, the
military does not need another soap
opera, and crisis management is not
going to solve the problem. I urge a no
vote on the rule,.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. HILLEARY].

Mr. HILLEARY. Mr. Speaker, would
the chairman of the Committee on
Rules enter into a colloquy with me for
a couple of minutes?

Mr. SOLOMON. I would be glad to
enter into a colloquy with the gen-
tleman, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. HILLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman for making the
amendment regarding pulling troops
out of Bosnia in order. As my colleague
knows, it calls for bringing our troops
home from Bosnia at the end of this
year. It also allows the President to
make a written request to extend that
date for 6 months. We want to show our
colleagues that the President will, in
fact, get that vote should he request in
written form to extend for 6 months
the time for pulling them out. We pro-
vided in the amendment for the Senate
expediated procedures that guaranteed
such a vote, and the House, taking the
gentleman’s advice, we did not provide
that, but I know that in consultation
with the gentleman he wants to assure
our colleagues that they would get
that vote.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HILLEARY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I most
certainly do, and I want to, above all
else I want to bring those troops home.
Those troops never should have been
there in the first place.

As my colleagues know, American
foreign policy has always been under
both Democrat and Republican leader-
ships up until this President has been
to help to defend our treaty allies
against outside military aggression.
There is no outside military aggression
in this place called Bosnia, the troops
never should have been there, and we
need to get them home as soon as we
can. Not only is it a terrible expense to
have them there, but it is draining the
rest of our military budget as far as op-
eration and maintenance is concerned.

So I commend the gentleman, and we
will do everything we can to make sure
there is going to be a vote.

This cuts off the troops as of Decem-
ber 31. If the President wants to ask for
another 6 months, then we need to de-
bate it on this floor. It is a good
amendment, and I support the gen-
tleman.

Mr. HILLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate it, and 1 think it is a good
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rule, and I strongly urge my colleagues
to support it.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I would in-
quire how much time is remaining on
each side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, CAL-
VERT). The gentleman from Texas [Mr.
FROST] has 9 minutes remaining, and
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
SoLOoMON] has 12 minutes.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. PALLONE].

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I also
rise in opposition to the rule.

I had an amendment, as I know many
others did, which was germane and, I
think, important which was denied by
the committee for consideration, and I
do believe very strongly that there
should have been more amendments al-
lowed including the one that I pro-
posed.

My amendment would strike section
1021 of the bill. That section exempts
the Navy and MARAD from the provi-
sions of section 6 of the Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act which governed
disposal of PCB’s and other hazardous
materials on vessels which are being
exported for scrap or sunk in ocean wa-
ters during tests of operational readi-
ness. This section also exempts the
Navy and MARAD from related provi-
sions in the Resource Recovery and
Conservation Act and the Marine Pro-
tection Research and Sanctuaries Act.

Under these regulations export of
PCB's for disposal is banned. While the
Navy and MARAD may wish to export
ships for scrap, they have been barred
from doing so because the vessels con-
tain PCB's which are highly toxic,
persistant and mobile, and I think that
is a pretty good reason to put the
brakes on these sales, at least in the
short run.

Overseas scrapping of PCB con-
taining vessels poses real threat to for-
eign workers in the environment. Sec-
tion 1021 allows the Navy and MARAD
to be treated in a more privileged man-
ner than private ship owners, and let
me add there is no national security
reason to treat them differently.

Section 1021 is opposed by the EPA
for these reasons, it is opposed by the
administration, and finally I do not
think this Congress wants to go on the
record in support of allowing ocean
dumping of toxic materials. Yet that is
just what section 1021 would allow. By
exempting the Navy and MARAD from
the Marine Protection Act, which by
the way is also under the jurisdiction
of other committees, it would allow
them to sink ships laden with PCB’'s
and other toxins in our oceans.

What we are doing here is reopening
the ocean dumping ban, and that is
something which I know that 1 cannot
stomach, and I really think that the
majority of my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle share my view.

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, and
many others that I have not stated I
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would urge my colleagues to vote
against this rule.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. HOYER].

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding this time to
me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this rule.

Unfortunately the chairman of the
Committee on Rules was not present
when I testified before the Committee
on Rules, but immediately preceding
me was a gentleman from Alabama
talking about the McVeigh trial and
that 168 Americans, innocent children,
women, Government workers, law en-
forcement officials, people seeking
services were murdered by a violent
criminal heinous act. All of us believe
that justice is being done in that case.

Mr. Speaker, 1,000 times that num-
ber, yes, 10,000 times that number, have
been murdered, raped, driven from
their homes, subjected to genocide.

There is no one on this floor for geno-
cide. Everyone on this floor would say
that in a civil world international
genocide, as we said in Nuremberg,
needs to be acted against collectively
by the international community and
hold accountable international crimi-
nals.

I sought to offer an amendment to
carry forward the Dayton Peace ac-
cords which said that all of the sig-
natories to that accord and all the na-
tions of the United Nations would hold
accountable the criminals in Bosnia.

Now I understand that there are de-
bates about what does that expose us
to, how far should we go with our
troops? I understand those are legiti-
mate questions. What I do not under-
stand, Mr. Speaker, is why we could
not debate that on the floor of this, the
people’s House.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. FoORBES], a very distin-
guished member of the New York dele-
gation.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time, and I appreciate the opportunity.

I am extremely concerned because
small businesses across this country
will be ill-served because we have been
denied the opportunity to extend the
very important program that this Con-
gress enacted back in 1994 to help all
those small businesses who during the
cold war kept their lines open, pur-
chased their specialized equipment to
provide for the national security and
the defense of this Nation.

Back in 1994 this program allowed
businesses that were suffering because
of the 13 years, as the good chairman
mentioned, 13 years of downsizing of
defense; these small businesses have
suffered, and to allow them to convert
from defense businesses to commercial
applications, this delta program is crit-
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ical and something very unique in
Washington.

Mr. Speaker, we were not asking for
any more money. The money is already
there. All we were asking was for the
simple opportunity to extend a pro-
gram that helps small businesses in de-
fense-dependent areas like New York
and California and Massachusetts and
many of the States across the country.

This program is expiring, and I am
deeply disappointed that the Com-
mittee on Rules denied America’s
small businesses the opportunity to
continue to partake in this program as
we leave the cold war and look for new
opportunities to help this Nation.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas [Ms. JACKSON-LEE].

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Texas very much for yielding.

The men and women of the military
are some of our most precious re-
sources. Each and every day when they
volunteer for us, they protect this flag
and the United States of America. How
unfortunate, however, that the Com-
mittee on Rules decided that a com-
mission to study military justice was
not appropriate. Not since 1983 have we
decided to review the idea of how mili-
tary justice is rendered. I think it was
very important.

The amendment offered by my col-
league, the gentlewoman from New
York [Mrs. MALONEY], along with my-
self was to establish a Commission on
Military Justice so that we could un-
derstand in this climate of sexual har-
assment and misconduct accusations
against the men and women in the
service, for once and for all we could
understand what the processes are,
what the court martialing process is,
whether or not we have an antiquated
system that does not respond to the
good of the military system that we
need to have.

I am very disappointed that we did
not understand that there is an in-
equity in treatment between men and
women in the military. There is a ques-
tion about past adulterous acts as they
may relate to one's promotion. There
is a question about one particular eth-
nic or racial group is targeted over an-
other. We do not need to speculate., We
do not need to make accusations. We
needed a commission in order to under-
stand, and the American people could
understand, where almost 70 percent of
them said they thought it was an un-
equal justice system between enlisted
men and women and those who are offi-
cers.

We should not deny the rights of
those who have given or offered their
life in the U.S. military. Let us have a
fair system to review this military
code of justice so that we can treat
men and women in the military fairly
and we can promote the men and
women who deserve to be promoted,
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and that they do not need to be denied
those opportunities because of infrac-
tions that neither one of us would con-
sider detrimental.

It is important to have had that com-
mission. I am sorry that we would not
have to debate it today. Vote “no’ on
this rule.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in vehement opposition
to this rule for H.R. 1119, the National De-
fense Authorization. The rule is far too restric-
tive.

Yesterday, Representative CAROLYN
MaLONEY and | came before the Rules Com-
mittee to offer an amendment that would have
created a bipartisan independent Commission
to examine systemic problems in the military
justice system. The Commission would be re-
quired to submit their recommendations re-
garding any changes the Commission finds
necessary in the judicial, law enforcement,
punishment, and data collection areas, to the
President and to the Congress.

Not since 1983, in the Military Justice Act
Advisory Commission Report, has a com-
prehensive review of the military justice sys-
tem been undertaken. A new review of the
now antiquated military justice system is crit-
ical in light of recent media reports of sexual
misconduct in the military and scandals such
as those at Aberdeen and the cases of Ser-
geant Major McKinney, Lieutenant Flinn, and
General Ralston. These cases highlight the
fact that there is a clear lack of uniformity in
sentencing in the military, particularly when it
comes to sexual misconduct and assault
crimes.

This Commission is also necessary to ad-
dress the disparity between the treatment of
men and women in the military, as well as the
targeting of African-Americans and minorities
in the military justice system.

This rule is outrageously restrictive, Mr.
Speaker. | urge my colleagues fo vote against
the rule and in so doing signal their support of
a Commission to assist us in creating a just
and equitable military justice system.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the very distinguished gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BUYER], sub-
committee chairman of the Committee
on National Security.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I would
first like to begin by responding to my
good friend, the gentlewoman from
Texas [Ms. JACKSON-LEE]. As certainly
chairman having direct oversight of
the military judicial system, the sub-
committee is moving systematically
and methodically in its reviews of
many of the issnes regarding sexual
misconduct, fraternization, and sexual
harassment, and I believe that she is
jumping to incredible conclusions by
saying inequities with regard to race or
gender which called a racial target
group, group targets. We are moving
methodically. This commission was not
at all timely. We have some reviews al-
ready as an amendment in the bill
itself, and I commend the chairman for
not including this commission.

On the issue with regard to Bosnia, 1
want to commend the chairman for
permitting my base amendment with
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regard to Bosnia. As I understand, that
in the rule we have my colleague has
permitted a perfecting amendment to
my base bill. My base amendment is
that I want the President’'s date of
June 30, 1998 to be the cut-off date, no
more funding for the troops, we bring
the troops back, we have a reporting
mechanism. We want the President to
report to the Congress his plans for
withdrawal, and we also want him to
report to us on his plans post-June 30
date on how we cooperate with our al-
lies because we also, as Republicans,
and every Member of this House wants
to insure that it is, in fact, a durable
peace in the Balkans.

By the Committee on Rules having
permitted a perfecting amendment,
does that mean that the Republican
leadership supports the Van Hilleary
position over my position?

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BUYER. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, the an-
swer is no. There is no Republican lead-
ership position on this issue. The gen-
tleman’s amendment was made in
order first as base text for the amend-
ment. because of his seniority and his
chairmanship of the subcommittee.
The gentleman has a excellent amend-
ment. We both and, I think, the spon-
sors of the other amendment as well,
want those troops out of there.
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We want to do it in the most expedi-
tious way that we can.

The gentleman’s approach is good in
that it agrees with the President, and
yvet 6 months before that cutoff date of
June 30, the gentleman requires the
President to give us a policy of how we
will get out of there, so that our allies
in Europe, because it is a European
problem, it is a regional problem in
that part of the world, can plan on
America's intent.

So the gentleman’s amendment is ex-
cellent. To tell the gentleman the
truth, I do not know how I am going to
vote, because both gentlemen have
good amendments.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming
my time, I want to thank the gen-
tleman for allowing so many different
opinions to shine on the issue in Bos-
nia. This is very important to our Na-
tion and that of our allies.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. NADLER].

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
oppose this restrictive rule. The bill
authorizes $3.7 billion more on procure-
ment alone than the administration re-
quests. We should not spend billions of
dollars that the American people do
not have to buy weapons we do not
have to fight enemies that do not exist.

Mr. Speaker, I offered an amendment
that would have reduced the spending
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for the F-22 fighter plane to the level
approved by the Senate Committee on
Armed Services. We should not be fund-
ing the development of three com-
peting fighter planes for the same mis-
sion, but the rule does not permit my
amendment even to be discussed on the
floor of the House. Is it perhaps be-
cause the contractor, the prime con-
tractor is based in Marietta, GA?

It is a disservice to the American
people that this amendment and scores
of others that would have allowed for
the discussion of the size and scope of
this budget, were barred from the floor
of the House. If we had a proper rule,
we could discuss cost overruns, its pro-
gram delays, its fuel leaks, its proto-
types that crash and burn, brought to
you by the hard-earned dollars of the
American taxpayer, and we could vote
on that funding.

But the rule will not permit that. A
rule that prevents such debate and pre-
vents the House from voting on wheth-
er to waste billions of dollars on three
separate duplicative programs should
not be approved. I urge my colleagues
to defeat it.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida [Mrs. FoOwLER], another very out-
standing Member of this body from
Florida and a member of the com-
mittee.

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the Chairman and I appreciate all of
his support. However, I do have to
stand and oppose this rule if the
amendment to the rule is adopted.

The House committee on National
Security carefully crafted the language
in this bill in order to overturn an ef-
fort by this President to politicize the
BRAC process. The Everett amend-
ment, which is an attempt to amend
the rule with the Everett amendment,
would overturn the carefully crafted
language in the House committee bill
and put privatization in place back in
the bill. Now they call it public-private
competition, but make no mistake
about it. The way they have structured
this public-private competition, it is
privatization in place.

The BRAC process will remain politi-
cized if the Everett amendment is
passed today. It should not be a part of
this rule. We need to ensure that the
integrity of the BRAC process is main-
tained. Many of us, I have a business in
my district that is being closed, 8,000
jobs lost. But we did not go and say let
us politicize the process, let us keep it
open. The BRAC process was set up to
keep politics out of it. Defeat the Ever-
ett amendment, and if it is in the rule,
defeat the rule.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. CONDIT].

Mr. CONDIT. Mr. Speaker, 1 stand
today to oppose the rule. I have a great
deal of respect for the chairman of the
Committee on Rules, but I want those
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of my colleagues who can hear me, who
can hear the sound of my voice to lis-
ten to the amendment that was turned
down by the Committee on Rules yes-
terday. Here we are talking about the
military, we are talking about equip-
ment, we are talking about facilities.

I had an amendment that said we
have to honor, we have to honor our
commitment to the men and women
who serve in the military. If we tell
them we are going to provide certain
benefits to them when they retire, they
are entitled to them and we ought to
keep the promise. That is the simple
amendment.

I tell my colleagues, it does not make
any difference how many pieces of
equipment we build, what kind of fa-
cilities we build. If we do not have good
men and women serving in the mili-
tary, it makes no difference. All I was
asking is that we honor our commit-
ment.

The U.S. military, when it makes a
commitment to a young person who
comes in and signs up and says they
are going to get health benefits, they .
are going to get certain benefits when
they retire, all of us know, we have
casework. We know. they have a prob-
lem getting those benefits.

Mr. Speaker, we are asking the
United States to honor their commit-
ment, to honor it.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, as I stated at the out-
set, it is my intention to support the
amendment about to be offered by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. SoOL-
OMON] to the rule. It is a balanced
amendment which provides balance to
this rule. I hope it is successful. If it is
successful, I will support the rule. If it
is not successful, a number of Members
on my side of the aisle will vote no on
the rule. I urge adoption of the Sol-
omon amendment, and if the Solomon
amendment is adopted, I urge adoption
of the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, it is necessary to apolo-
gize to Members when we have a bill
like this that deals with $260 billion,
$270 billion of the Federal budget. I
would like to bring this bill on the
floor as an open rule and let all 435
Members work their will, but, Mr.
Speaker, we just cannot do that. We
have never done it, even when the
Democrats had control of the House.

We have to have a structured rule in
order to finish this bill in 4 or 5 or 6
days. We struggled with all of these
amendments. We tried to be fair. We
tried to give those amendments that
are agreed to by both sides, to put
them on the floor for reasonable de-
bate, but it just is not possible to do
that.

Mr. Speaker, what we do have is a
fair rule that has certainly taken into
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consideration as many Democrat Mem-
bers as we could, as many Republican
Members as we could. It is a fair bal-
ance, which I think the manager of the
bill on that side of the aisle has spoken
to.

But I think the important thing is
that, Mr. Speaker, we do not ever want
to look at the defense authorization as
a jobs program. But I am going to tell
my colleagues something, it is one of
the best jobs programs we have in
America. Because when you look at the
young men and women that are serving
in our military today, we can be so
proud of those people. They come from
all walks of life, they are a real cross-
section of this country. Whether they
serve 20 years in the military or just 4
years like I think the acting speaker
did, or 2 years, they learn something as
citizens. They may have come out of an
inner city perhaps, and maybe they did
not have a father.

Mr. Speaker, when I grew up, my dad
walked out on me and my mom at the
very height of the Depression. We
never saw him again. We had tough
times. But, Mr. Speaker, these young
men growing up, when they go in the
military, they learn words like pride
and patriotism and voluntarism. They
learn what good citizenship is. When
they get out, whether it is 20 years
later or 2 years later, they go back to
where they came from and they become
good, upstanding citizens in that com-
munity.

That is why this bill is so important;
that is why this level of funding is so
important.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SOLOMON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to associate myself with the gen-
tleman’s recent remarks about the
young men and women in uniform. I
am convinced, after being on the com-
mittee on which I serve, formerly
known as the Armed Services Com-
mittee and now the Committee on Na-
tional Security, and meeting with
them in all parts of this country and
other countries where they are lit-
erally on the edge in representing the
American interests, that they are the
finest military we have ever had. They
are truly a national treasure, and it is
up to us in this Congress under the
Constitution to take care of them, to
make sure that we have them properly
equipped, properly trained, and that we
keep the good people in, encourage
them so that the days and years ahead,
when those troubles come, and sure as
the Lord made little green apples,
those troubles will come, whether they
can either deter or stop aggression.

I appreciate the gentleman’s kind re-
marks about the people in the mili-
tary, and that is why I think this bill
is worthwhile.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, the gentleman has
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some good amendments made in order
and I will be supporting every one of
them.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, let me say
that not only do they learn these words
and actions of good citizenship, they
even get a little religion. They learn
how not to use drugs. When they go
back into their communities, they be-
come forces in that community, and
that is why we absolutely must give
them the best that money can buy as
far as state of the art technology for
weapons, if, God forbid, they ever
should be called into harm’s way.

That is why I would now, Mr. Speak-
er, offer an amendment to the rule,
which is at the desk.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SOLOMON

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, 1 offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SOLOMON:

Strike section 7 and Insert in lieu thereof
the following:

SEec. 7. House Resolutions 161, 162, and 165
are laid on the table.

SEC. 8. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this resolution, the amendment
numbered 7 in part 1 of House Report 1056-137
may be offered in the following modified
form, shall be debatable for 90 minutes
equally divided and controlled by Represent-
ative DELLUMS of California or his designee
and an opponent, and shall otherwise be con-
sidered as though printed in House Report
105-137:

At the end of title I (page 23, before line 7),
insert the following new sections:

SEC. 123, B-2 AIRCRAFT PROGRAM.

(a) PROHIBITION OF ADDITIONAL AIRCRAFT.—
None of the amount appropriated pursuant
to the authorization of appropriations in sec-
tion 103(1) may be obligated for advanced
procurement of B-2 aircraft beyond the 21
deployable aircraft authorized by law before
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(b) PRODUCTION LINE CURTAILMENT.—None
of the amount appropriated pursuant to the
aunthorization of appropriations in section
103(1) may be obligated for reestablishment
of the production line for B-2 aircraft. The
Secretary of the Air Force may use up to
$21,800,000 of funds available for the B-2 air-
craft program for curtailment of the B-2 pro-
duction line.

(c) FuNDING REDUCTION.—The amount pro-
vided in section 103(1) for procurement of air-
craft for the Air Force is hereby reduced by
$331,200,000.

SEC. 124. INCREASE IN AMOUNT FOR GUARD AND
RESERVE EQUIPMENT.

The amount provided in section 105 for pro-
curement of equipment for the reserve com-
ponents {s hereby increased by $331,200,000.

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of
this resolution, the amendment numbered 15
in part 2 of House Report 105-137 may be of-
fered in the following modified form, shall be
debatable for 20 minutes equally divided and
controlled by Representative FRANK of Mas-
sachusetts or his designee and an opponent,
and shall otherwise be considered as though
printed in House Report 105-137:

At the end of title XII (page 379, after line
19), insert the following new section:

SEC.1205. LIMITATION ON PAYMENTS FOR COST
OF NATO EXPANSION.

(a) The amount spent by the United States
as its share of the total cost to North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization member nations of
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the admission of new member nations to the
North American Treaty Organization may
not exceed 10 percent of the cost of expan-
sion or a total of $2,000,000,000, whichever is
less, for fiscal years 1998 through 2010.

(b) If at any time during the period speci-
fied in subsection (a), the United States’
share of the total cost of expanding the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization exceeds
10 percent, no further United States funds
may be expended for the cost of such expan-
sion until that percentage is reduced to
below 10 percent.

(¢) The following amendment may be of-
fered by Representative EVERETT of Alabama
or his designee, shall be debatable for one
hour equally divided and controlied by Rep-
resentative EVERETT or his designee and an
opponent, and shall be in order as though
printed as the last amendment in part 1 of
House Report 106-137:

Strike out sections 332 through 335 (page
68, line 10 through page 77, line 21).

(d) The following amendment may be of-
fered by Representative WELDON of Pennsyl-
vania or his designee and shall be in order as
though printed as the penultimate amend-
ment in part 2 of House Report 105-137:

At the end of title XII (page 379, after line
19), insert the following new section:

SEC. .SENSE OF CONGRESS ON NEED FOR RUS-
SIAN OPENNESS ON THE YAMANTAU
MOUNTAIN PROJECT.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds as follows:

(1) The United States and Russia have been
working in the post-Cold War era to estab-
lish a new strategic relationship based on co-
operation and openness between the two na-
tions.

(2) This effort to establish a new strategic
relationship has resulted in the conclusion
or agreement in principle on a number of far-
reaching agreements, including START I, II,
and III, a revision in the Conventional
Forces in Europe Treaty, and a series of
other agreements (such as the Comprehen-
sive Test Ban Treaty and the Chemical
Weapons Convention), designed to further re-
duce bilateral threats and limit the pro-
liferation of weapons of mass destruction.

(3) These far-reaching agreement were
based on the understanding between the
United States and Russia that there would
be a good faith effort on both sides to comply
with the letter and spirit of the agreements,
that both sides would end their Cold War
competition, and that neither side would
seek to gain unilateral strategic advantage
over the other.

(4) Reports indicate that Russia has been
pursuing construction of a massive under-
ground facility of unknown purpose at
Yamantau Mountain and the city of
Mezhgorye (formerly the settlements of
Beloretsk-15 and Beloretsk-16) that is de-
signed to survive a nuclear war and appears
to exceed reasonable defense regquirements.

(6) The Yamantau Mountain project does
not appear to be consistent with the low-
ering of strategic threats, openness, and co-
operation that is the basis of the post-Cold
War strategic partnership between the
United States and Russia.

(6) Russia appears to have engaged in a
campaign to deliberately conceal and mis-
lead the United States about the purpose of
the Yamantau Mountain project, as shown
by the following:

(A) General and Bashkortostan, People’s
Deputy Leonid Akimovich Tsirkunov, com-
mandant of Beloretsk-15 and Beloretsk-16,
stated in 1991 and 1992 that the purpose of
the construction there was to build a mining
and ore-processing complex, but later
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claimed that it was an underground ware-
house for food and clothing.

(B) M.Z. Shakiorov, a former communist
official in the region, alleged in 1992 that the
Yamantau Mountain facility was to become
a shelter for the Russian national leadership
in case of nulcear war.

(C) Sources of the Segodnya newspaper in
1996 claimed that the Yamantau Mountain
project was associated with the so-called
“Dead Hand" nuclear retalliatory command
and control system for strategic missiles.

(D) Then Commander-in-Chief of the Stra-
tegic Rocket Forces General Igor Sergeyev
denied that the facility was associated with
nuclear forces.

(E) R. Zhukov, a Deputy in the State As-
sembly, in 1996 claimed that the Yamantau
Mountain facility belonged to “‘atomic sci-
entists” and posed a serious environmental
hazard.

(F) Russia’s 1997 federal budget lists the
project as a closed territory containing In-
stallations of the Ministry of Defense, while
First Deputy Defense Minister Audrey
Kokoshin recently stated that the Ministry
of Defense has nothing to do with the
project.

(7T) Continued cooperation and progress on
forging a new strategic relationship between
the United States and Russla requires that
both nations make transparent to one an-
other major projects underway or plans
under consideration that could alter the
strategic balance sought in arms control
agreements or otherwise be construed by the
other side as an important new potential
threat.

(8) The United States has allowed senior
Russian military and government officials to
have access to key strategic facilities of the
United States by providing tours of the
North American Air Defense (NORAD) com-
mand at Cheyenne Mountain and the United
States Strateglic Command (STRACOM)
headquarters in Omaha, Nebraska, among
other sites, and by providing extensive brief-
ings on the operations of those facilities.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—In light of the
findings in subsection (a), it is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the Russian government should provide
to the United States a written explanation
on the principal and secondary purposes of
the Yamantau Mountain project, specifically
identifying the intended end user and ex-
plaining the heavy Investment in that
project;

(2) the Russian government should allow a
United States delegation, including officials
of the executive branch, Members of Con-
gress, and United States experts on under-
ground facilities, to have full access to the
Yamantau Mountain project to inspect the
facility and all rail-served buildings in the
southern and northern settlements located
near Yamantau, and

(3) the Russian government should direct
senior officials responsible for the Yamantau
Mountain project to explain to such a United
States delegation the purpose and oper-
ational concept of all completed and planned
underground facilities at Yamantau Moun-
tain in sufficient detail (including through
the use of drawings and diagrams) to support
a high-confidence judgment by the United
States delegation that the design is con-
sistent with the official explanations.

(e) The following amendment may be of-
fered by Representative TRAFICANT of Ohio
or his designee and shall be in order as
though printed as the last amendment in
part 2 of House Report 105-137:

At the end of subtitle C of title X (page 326,
after line 6), insert the following new sec-
tion:
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SEC. 1032. ASSIGNMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE PERSONNEL TO ASSIST IMMI-
GRATION AND NATURALIZATION
SERVICE AND CUSTOMS SERVICE.

(a) ASSIGNMENT AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY
OF DEFENSE.—Chapter 18 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after
section 374 the following new section:

“§374a. Assignment of personnel to assist
border patrol and control

‘(a) ASSIGNMENT AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may assign up to 10,000 De-
partment of Defense personnel at any one
time to assist—

“(1) the Immigration and Naturalization
Service is preventing the entry of terrorists,
drug traffickers, and illegal aliens into the
United States; and

*(2) the United States Customs Service in
the inspection of cargo, vehicles, and aircraft
at points of entry into the United States.

“(b) REQUEST FOR ASSIGNMENT.—The as-
signment of Department of Defense per-
sonnel under subsection (a) may only occur—

*{1) at the request of the Attorney Gen-
eral, in the case of an assignment to the Im-
migration and Naturallzation Service; and

*(2) at the request of the Secretary of the
Treasury, in the case of an assignment to the
United States Customs Service,”.

“(¢) REIMBURSEMENT REQUIREMENT.—Sec-
tion 377 of this title shall apply in the case
of Department of Defense personnel assigned
under subsection (a).".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT,—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 374 the following new item:

*374a. Assignment of personnel to assist bor-
der patrol and control’.

SEC. 9. Notwithstanding section 2(e) of this
resolution, the additional period of general
debate on the subject of United States forces
in Bosnia shall precede the offering of
amendments numbered 8 and 9 in part 1 of
the report of the Committee on Rules rather
than the amendments numbered 1 and 2 in
part 1 of the report.

Mr. SOLOMON (during the reading).
Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the amendment be considered as
read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILCHREST). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, this
amendment is the exact unanimous
consent request that 1 propounded
early on in the beginning of this de-
bate. This amendment, which has been
approved by the other side of the aisle,
I would say to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. FROST], is acceptable to
both sides.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in opposition to the rule. | offered an
amendment to the Rules Committee yesterday
and like many of my colleagues did not have
my amendment made in order. The chairman
of the committee was present when | testified
and said that he both read and understood the
nature of my amendment. If he understood the
nature of my amendment then it only stands to
reason that it would have been made in order.

My amendment was simple. It would have
simply clarified the vague and blanket terms
currently found in section 6822 of the existing
bill. It would have stricken the term “prohibited
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state-owned shipping companies and inserted
“prohibited state-owned companies.” The
amendment further defined and clarified the
term “prohibited state-owned companies” as a
corporation, partnership, or other entity that is
owned or controlled by a foreign government
or foreign state as defined in section 1603 of
titte 28, United States Code—The Foreign
Sovereign Immunities Act.

The amendment would have further re-
moved the blanket prohibition against convey-
ance of Department of Defense owned prop-
erties to all foreign or state owned companies
by requiring the President to certify that the
prohibited foreign or state-owned company or
its government is a threat to the national secu-
rity of the United States.

The amendment maintained the integrity of
the base realignment and closure process by
allowing the decisions for reuse to remain in
the control of the local government. It was not
made in order and | urge my colleagues to op-
pose the rule—and | yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. MATSUL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of the Solomon amendment to this rule, House
Resolution 169.

| am outraged and astonished that the rule
passed by the committee would deny the
House an opportunity to speak about the crit-
ical issue of depot maintenance and repair.

In its current form, H.R. 1119 contains provi-
sions that would severely impact the ability of
the Department of Defense to conduct com-
petitions for its depot maintenance and repair
work. The Air Force has designed a model
competitive process for repair and mainte-
nance activities now performed at McClellan
and Kelly Air Force bases. Through these
competitions, the Air Force will be able to ac-
curately determine whether public depots or
private contractors can provide the best value
to the taxpayer in the performance of this
work.

Yet a component of this bill would prevent
these competitions from moving forward. That
proposal has implications far beyond the issue
of whether Air Force maintenance work is per-
formed in Sacramento, Texas, Utah, or else-
where in the Nation.

Through these anticompetition provisions,
this bill would insert the Congress for the first
time into the Pentagon’s implementation of a
base realignment and closure commission de-
cision. Further, it would put the Congress in
the position of dictating to the Pentagon how
to manage its maintenance and repair activi-
ties, regardless of what is sound security or
fiscal policy.

That is why my colleagues, Representatives
EVERETT, SABO, KLUG and FAziO have sought
an amendment to strike the anticompetition
provisions from the bill. Yet House Resolution
169 would not allow the House to consider
that important amendment.

The depot maintenance and repair proposal
in this bill represents a significant, and abso-
lutely unwise, new direction in defense policy.
The House ought to have an opportunity to
debate this matter. We must ensure that the
Solomon amendment to the rule is approved
so that this important debate can occur. | urge
my colleagues to support the Solomon amend-
ment and to oppose the rule if the amendment
does not pass.
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Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I move
the previous question on the amend-
ment and on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
SOLOMON].

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. RILEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 329, nays 94,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 212]

Evi-

YEAS—329
Abercrombie Davis (VA) Hefner
Ackerman DeFazio Herger
Allen Delahunt Hill
Andrews DelLauro Hilleary
Archer DeLay Hilliard
Armey Dellums Hinchey
Baesler Diaz-Balart Hinojosa
Baker Dickey Hobson
Baldacet Dicks Hoekstra
Ballenger Dingell Holden
Barcla Dixon Hooley
Barr Doggett Horn
Barrett (NE) Dooley Houghton
Barrett (WI) Doolittle Hoyer
Barton Doyle Hulshof
Bass Drefer Hutehinson
Bateman Duncan Hyde
Becerra Dunn Inglis
Bentsen Edwards Jackson (IL)
Bereuter Ehlers Jackson-Lee
Berman Ehrlich (TX)
Berry Emerson Jenkins
Blagojevich Engel John
Bliley Ensign Johnson (WI)
Blumenauer Eshoo Johnson, E, B.
Boehlert Etheridge Johnson, Sam
Boehner Everett Kanjorski
Bonilla Farr Kaptur
Bonior Fattah Kasich
Bono Fawell Kelly
Borski Fazio Kennedy (MA)
Boswell Flake Kennedy (RI)
Boucher Foglietta Kennelly
Boyd Foley Kildee
Brady Ford Kilpatrick
Brown (CA) Fox Kim
Brown (OH) Frank (MA) Kind (WD)
Bryant Franks (NJ) Kleczka
Burton Frelinghuysen Klug
Buyer Frost Knollenberg
Callahan Furse Kolbe
Calvert Gallegly Kucinich
Camp Ganske LaFalce
Campbell Gejdenson LaHood
Capps Gephardt Lampson
Cardin Gllchrest Lantos
Carson Gillmor Latham
Castle , Gilman LaTourette
Chabot Gonzalez Lazio
Clay Goode Leach
Clayton Goodlatte Levin
Clement Goridon Lewls (GA)
Clyburn Goss Lewls (KY)
Coble Graham ° Linder
Combest Granger Livingston
Conyers Greenwood LoBiondo
Cooksey Gutierrez Lofgren
Costello Hall (OH) Lowey
Coyne Hall (TX) Luther
Cramer Hamilton Maloney (CT)
Crane Harman Maloney (NY)
Crapo Hastert Manton
Cummings Hastings (WA) Manzullo
Davis (IL) Hayworth Markey
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Martinez Paxon Slaughter
Mascara Payne Smith (OR)
Matsui Pelosi Smith (TX)
McCarthy (MO)  Peterson (MN) Smith, Adam
::%:;:j;m ggﬁ_‘m“ (PA)  smith, Linda
McDade Pickett e
MeDermott Pitts Spence
MeGovern Porter Spratt
McHale Portman Hrataow
McInnis Poshard Stark
MecIntosh Price (NC)
McKinney Pryce (OH) Sualioln
McNulty Quinn Strickland
Meehan Radanovich Stump
Meek Rahall Stupak
Menendez Ramstad Tanner
Metcalf Rangel ?u?che;‘ S
Mica Riges aylor (NC)
Millender- Rivers Thompson

McDonald Rodriguez Thornberry
Minge Rogan Thune
Mink Rohrabacher Tierney
Moakley Ros-Lehtinen Torres
Molinari Rothman Towns
Mollohan Roukema Traficant
Moran (VA) Roybal-Allard Turner
Morella Rush Upton
Murtha Sabo a
Nadier Sanche Moo
Neal Sanders Visclosky
Nethercutt Sandlin Wamp
Neumann Sanford Waters
Northup Sawyer Watt (NC)
Nussle Saxton

Waxman
Oberstar Schaefer, Dan Weld 5
Obey Schumer eldon (PA)
Olver Scott Wexler
Ortiz Serrano Weygand
Owens Sessions White
Oxley Shays Wicker
Packard Sherman Wise
Pallone Shuster Wolf
Parker Sisisky Woolsey
Pascrell Skaggs Wynn
Pastor Skeen Yates
Paul Skelton Young (FL)
NAYS—%
Aderholt Gibbons Riley
Bachus Goodling Roemer
Bartlett Green Rogers
Bilbray Gutknecht Royce
Bilirakis Hansen Ryun
Bishop Hastings (FL) Salmon
Blunt Hefley Scarborough
Brown (FL) Hostettler Schaffer, Bob
Bunning Hunter Sensenh:.vnner
Burr Jefferson
Canady Johnson (CT)  Shades
Cannon Jones
Chambliss King (NY) Shimkus
Chenoweth Kingston Smith (MD
Christensen Klink Smith (NJ)
Coburn Largent Snowbarger
Collins Lewls (CA) Souder
Condit Lucas Stearns
Cook MeCarthy (NY) Sununu
Cox McHugh Talent
Cubin Melntyre Taugin
Cunningham MeKeon Taylor (MS)
Danner Miller (FL) Thomas
Davis (FL) Moran (KS) Thurman
Deal Myrick Tiahrt
Deutsch Ney Walsh
Evans Norwood Watkins
SR Fapms Watts (OK)
Fiiner g Weldon (FL)
Forbes Pickering
Fowler Redmond Waller
Gekas Regula Young (AK)
NOT VOTING—11
DeGette Miller (CA) Schiff
English Pombo Stokes
Istook Pomeroy Whitfield
Lipinski Reyes
0 1402
Mr. GREEN, Mr. LARGENT, Mrs.

CHENOWETH, Mr. WELDON of Flor-
ida, and Mr. SHADEGG changed their
vote from *‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”’
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Mr. LINDER, Mrs. CLAYTON, Mrs.
MEEK of Florida, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, and Messrs.
KOLBE, FOLEY, THOMPSON, and
BAESLER changed their vote from
“nay’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILCHREST). The question is on the res-
olution, as amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker,
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 322, noes 101,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 213]

I de-

AYES—322
Abercrombie DeLay Hobson
Ackerman Dellums Hoekstra
Allen Diaz-Balart Holden
Andrews Dickey Hooley
Archer Dicks Horn
Armey Dixon Houghton
Baker Doggett Hulshof
Baldaccl Dooley Hunter
Ballenger Doolittle Hutchinson
Barcia Doyle Hyde
Barr Drefer Inglis
Barrett (NE) Duncan Jackson (IL)
Barton Dunn Jefferson
Bass Edwards Jenkins
Bateman Ehlers John
Becerra Ehrlich Johnson (WI)
Bentsen Emerson Johnson, E.B.
Bereuter Engel Johnson, Sam
Berman Ensign Kanjorski
Berry Eshoo Kaptur
Bilbray Everett Kasich
Billrakls Ewing Kelly
Blagojevich Farr Kennedy (MA)
Bliley Fattah Kennedy (RI)
Boehlert Fawell Kennelly
Boehner Fazio Kildee
Bonilla Flake Kllpatrick
Bonior Foley Kim
Bono Ford Kind (WI)
Borskl Fox King (NY)
Boswell Frank (MA) Kingston
Boucher Franks (N.J) Kleczka
Boyd Frelinghuysen Klink
Brady Frost Knollenberg
Brown (CA) Gallegly Kolbe
Brown (OH) Ganske Kucinich
Bryant Gejdenson LaFalce
Bunning Gekas LaHood
Burr Gephardt Lampson
Burton Gilchrest Lantos
Buyer Gillmor Latham
Callahan Gilman LaTourette
Calvert Gonzalez Lazio
Camp Goode Leach
Camphell Goodlatte Levin
Canady Gordon Lewls (CA)
Capps Goss Lewls (KY)
Carson Graham Linder
Castle Granger Livingston
Chabot Greenwood LoBiondo
Clement Gutierrez Lowey
Coble Gutknecht, Luther
Combest Hall (OH) Maloney (C'T)
Costello Hamilton Manton
Coyne Harman Manzullo
Cramer Hastert Martinez
Crane Hastings (WA) Mascara
Cubin Hayworth Matsul
Cummings Hefley MeCarthy (MO)
Cunningham Herger McCollum
Danner Hill McCrery
Davis (VA) Hilleary McDade
Delahunt Hinchey McGovern
DeLauro Hinojosa McHale
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McHugh
McInnis
MeIntosh
McKinney
MceNulty
Meehan
Meek
Menendez
Metealfl
Mica
Miller (FL)
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Molinari
Mollohan
Morella
Murtha
Neal
Nethercutt
Neumann
Ney
Northup
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pappas
Parker
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Paxon
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Plckering
Pitts

Aderholt
Bachus
Baesler
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Bishop
Blumenauer
Blunt
Brown (FL)
Cannon
Cardin
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Christensen
Clay
Clayton
Clyburn
Coburn
Collins
Condit
Conyers
Cook
Cooksey
Cox

Crapo
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Deal
DeFazio
Deutsch
Dingell
Etheridge
Evans
Filner
Forbes

DeGette
English
Foglietta
Istook

Ms.

Porter
Portman
Poshard
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn

Rogers
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce

Ryun

Sabo
Sanchez
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaefer, Dan
Schaffer, Bob
Schumer
Scott
Serrano
Sesslons
Shadegg
Shays
Sherman
Shuster
Skaggs
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)

NOES—101

Fowler
Furse
Gibbons
Goodling
Green
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (FL)
Hemer
Hilliard
Hostettler
Hoyer
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Johnson (CT)
Jones
Klug
Largent
Lewis (GA)
Lofgren
Lucas
Maloney (NY)
Markey
MecCarthy (NY)
MeDermott
Mclntyre
McKeon
Millender-
McDonald
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Myrick
Nadler
Norwood
Ortiz
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Smith (NJ)
Smith (OR)
Smith (TX)
Smith, Adam
Smith, Linda
Snyder
Solomon
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Tanner
Tauscher
Taunzin
Taylor (NC)
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Tierney
Torres
Traficant
Turner
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walsh
Wamp
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Wexler
Weygand
Wicker
Wise

Wolf
Woolsey
Young (FL)

Pallone
Payne
Pickett
Rangel
Riley
Roemer
Rohrabacher
Rush
Salmon
Sanders
Sandlin
Sensenbrenner
Shaw
Shimkus
Sisisky
Snowbarger
Stearns
Sununu
Talent
Taylor (M3)
Thompson
Thurman
Tiahrt
Towns
Vento
Waters
Watkins
Watts (OK)
Weller
White
Wynn

Yates
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—11

Lipinski
Miller (CA)
Pombo
Pomeroy
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Schiff
Stokes
Whitfield

MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr.
HALL of Texas and Mr.

SISISKY

changed their vote from *‘aye’ to “no.”
So the resolution, as amended, was

agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILCHREST). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 169, House Resolutions 161, 162 and
165 are laid on the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 169, the resolution just adopt-
ed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

—————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 169 and rule
XXIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1119.

[0 1424
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1119) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal
yvears 1998 and 1999 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, to
prescribe military personnel strengths
for fiscal years 1998 and 1999, and for
other purposes, with Mr. YoUNG of
Florida in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE] and the
gentleman from California [Mr. DEL-
LUMS] each will control 1 hour,

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPENCE).

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr, Chairman, once again the Com-
mittee on National Security has re-
ported a bipartisan bill that attempts
to address many of the problems facing
our Nation's military. H.R. 1119 also re-
flects the committee’s deep concern
over the difficulty in managing the
risks posed by continued forced
downsizing and budget reductions.

The fundamental dilemma facing the
Department of Defense remains the
same: how to maintain a viable all-vol-
unteer force in an environment where
the number, scope, and duration of
military missions, especially peace-
keeping and humanitarian missions,
continue to grow while military forces
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and defense budgets continue to de-
cline. A long-standing gap between the
U.S. military strategy and resources
persists. In fact, it is widening.

In looking at the challenges to our
national security interests over the
past year, the committee has contin-
ued to focus on China, an emerging
power, and Russia, a once and perhaps
future power. While neither nation is
currently an enemy of the United
States, they do represent the nations
most likely and able to amass military
power sufficient to challenge our vital
interests.

I support efforts to bolster the demo-
cratic process in Russia. However, Rus-
sia’'s future will be shaped less by our
policy than by its own internal deci-
sionmaking over whether to remain
independent and driven by its own his-
tory and character or to form working
partnerships with the United States
and the West.

But history has demonstrated that
the transition to democracy is often
tumultuous and violent. Russia is a
vast yet collapsed empire, governed by
a weak central authority, and armed
with an arsenal of nuclear weaponry. It
provides cause for both concern and
caution.

China is an emerging power and poses
a different problem. I agree with the
Department of Defense's recent report
concluding that China’s goal is to be-
come one of the world's great powers.
Whether or not an emerging China be-
comes an enemy of our country re-
mains to be seen, but China’s strategic
goals would appear to be at odds with
our Nation's role and influence in East
Asia.

Yet, I believe that the surest way to
optimize the chances of an American
strategic partnership with either Rus-
sia or China is for us to continue to be
the world's most powerful force for
peace and stability in the world. It
would be dangerous and shortsighted to
base the United States’ security strat-
egy on the assumption that either Rus-
sia or China will acquiesce to Amer-
ican global leadership indefinitely.

In the post-cold-war environment of
shrinking military forces and con-
strained defense budgets, the impera-
tive to maintain strategic priorities
grows while the margin for error gets
smaller. The Committee on National
Security’'s efforts to begin revitalizing
our military forces will take longer
and will involve acceptance of higher
risk in light of constrained resources.

But in truth, the making of strategy
has always been a process of managing
risk. The projected real decline in fu-
ture defense budgets, assumed by the
Quadrennial Defense Review and rati-
fied in the defense budget agreement,
adds to this risk. The QDR has not
eased my skepticism regarding the ad-
ministration’s commitment to a de-
fense program that properly prioritizes
and balances the critical elements of
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readiness,
ernization.

Secretary Cohen has admitted that
the defense posture outlined in the
QDR will allow United States’ forces to
execute the national military strategy,
but at increased risk. And I pause for
emphasis. But at increased risk. The
Secretary also quantified the budg-
etary risk, the amount of defense
spending required to close the strat-
egy-resources gap, at approximately
$15 billion per year.

While I believe that the annual short-
fall is greater than $15 billion a year,
what is most striking to me is the rel-
atively small size of the shortfall in
comparison to the tremendous stra-
tegic risk associated with a failure to
address it; $15 billion represents one-
tenth of 1 percent of the Federal budg-
et, yet the military’s strategic and po-
litical risk of not addressing it are
monumental. The risk of inaction or
failure far outweigh the cost of ad-
dressing such budgetary shortfalls.

The Nation's military strategy de-
mands that we maintain forces suffi-
cient to fight and win two major re-
gional conflicts nearly simultaneously,
for instance, a Persian Gulf-like con-
flict and a conflict on the Korean pe-
ninsula.

quality of life, and mod-
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Yet while the Nation maintains an
expansive military strategy, we con-
tinue to cut back on our force struc-
ture and reduce our defense budgets to
the point where I personally doubt that
we could today execute another oper-
ation like Desert Storm as quickly, ef-
fectively, or with the relatively small
loss of life as we did just 6 short years
ago.

We have cut from an 18-Army divi-
sion since then down to 10, from 57 re-
serve component brigades down to 42,
from 546 naval battle force ships down
to 346, from 16 aircraft carriers down to
12, and from 36 Air Force fighter wings
down to 20.

In 1990, the Nation built 20 more
ships, while this year we will build
only 4. In 1990 we bought 511 tactical
aircraft, but we will buy only 53 this
yvear. And 7 years ago we approved con-
struction of 448 tanks, while today we
are authorizing zero, none.

We will not always be able to count
on the backing of allied coalitions as
we did in the gulf when it comes to pro-
tecting our wvital national interests,
nor should we assume that our next ad-
versary will allow us time to build up
our forces in a benign environment for
6 months before the outbreak of hos-
tilities.

As our forces and resources decline,
the Nation’s risk still grows. We would
all prefer to be raising and maintaining
military forces capable of an ungues-
tioned response to challenges anywhere
in the world, rather than struggling to
manage budgetary, military, and stra-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

tegic risk with no margin for error. In
this context, H.R. 1119 reflects the at-
tempt of the Committee on National
Security to address serious shortfalls
in the effort to mitigate risk in a re-
source-constrained environment.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1119 provides
$268.2 billion in budget authority for
Department of Defense and Energy pro-
grams for fiscal year 1998. This figure is
consistent with the fiscal year 1998
budget resolution and represents an in-
crease of $2.6 billion over the Presi-
dent’s request. The bill provides $3.3
billion more than the current fiscal
yvear 1997 spending which, when ad-
justed for inflation, represents a real
decline of 1.3 percent. This is not an in-
crease in spending.

I will leave discussion of the many
important initiatives in the bill to my
colleagues on the Committee on Na-
tional Security, who have worked hard
since February to get us to this point
in the process.

In particular, I would like to recog-
nize the hard work of the sub-
committee and panel chairmen and
ranking members. Putting this bill to-
gether requires a lot of coordination
and teamwork, which I have consist-
ently been able to rely on.

I would like to also personally thank
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DELLUMS], the committee’s ranking
Democrat, for his contributions. He is
a strong advocate not only for his per-
sonal position, but for the role of the
minority in a process that continues to
produce a bipartisan bill.

Mr. Chairman, this bill, I might add,
was reported out of the committee by a
bipartisan vote, 51 to 3.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I would like
to thank the staff. We have a small
staff relative to the size of the com-
mittee and the magnitude of our over-
sight responsibilities. The work gets
done only through great expertise,
dedication, and effort.

Mr. Chairman, I urge strong bipar-
tisan support for this bipartisan bill.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman and Members of the
House, as the ranking Democrat of the
House Committee on National Secu-
rity, I rise to offer the following obser-
vations on the bill, H.R. 1119, and the
process that brought this bill to the
floor for consideration today.

First, Mr. Chairman, let me con-
gratulate the distinguished gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], the
chairman, who returned the committee
to its bipartisan moorings. Not only
did he and I work cooperatively on a
number of issues within the com-
mittee, but the staff that serves the
minority party were included in much
more deliberative deliberations that
led to the crafting of the committee
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consideration and recommendation and
the report.

1 have appreciated the gentleman's
openness to my discussions, both sub-
stantive and procedural, Mr. Chairman,
as well as the receptivity of the major-
ity staff to inputs that our side made
on important issues contained in this
bill and in this report.

Despite, Mr. Chairman, the success-
ful resolution this morning on the
question of the rule, and for that 1
would like to thank the gentleman
from New York [Mr. SOLOMON] and the
leadership for working with this gen-
tleman and this side of the aisle, I re-
main concerned that we are moving
forward much too rapidly on the con-
sideration of the bill, H.R. 1119.

There are numerous issues, Mr.
Chairman, in this bill, ones deserving
much more study before we proceed to
consideration, and ones deserving of
more time for debate than the rule has
provided. Given the time, this gen-
tleman will work as diligently as pos-
sible to ensure that as much expla-
nation and illumination of these issues
as is possible will indeed occur.

On procedure, Mr. Chairman, let me
also note for the RECORD, and it is not
unusual, that I did not and cannot sup-
port the committee report. As the gen-
tleman from South Carolina [Mr.
SPENCE] noted, a broad bipartisan vote
reports this bill from the Committee
on National Security. Therefore, I do
not claim at this moment to speak for
all the Members on our side of the aisle
regarding their support of this bill.

Despite this caveat, we will have the
opportunity to hear from my col-
leagues on this side of the aisle, the
ranking members of the subcommit-
tees, on their views as to what tran-
spired within their subcommittee juris-
diction that led to the bill being re-
ported from the full committee.

Mr. Chairman, some Members may
have read my dissenting views in the
committee report. For those who have
not, let me offer my thoughts in an ef-
fort to frame the debate from the per-
spective of those who think we have
failed, Mr. Chairman, to completely
align our military structure and its op-
erations with the new requirements
and opportunities that are emerging
into the next century.

I have said on more than one occa-
sion, Mr. Chairman, that we are now in
a new era, an era so special that we
have no real name for it. We call it the
post-cold war era, an era fraught with
the need for changes and transition and
uncertainty, fraught with great chal-
lenges but yet with great opportuni-
ties.

One of my frustrations with the rule
was its failure to include my amend-
ment proposing that the Congress ex-
press its sense that the national secu-
rity strategy of the United States con-
tains elements far beyond and equally
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important to the funding of the depart-
ments charged with executing the mili-
tary portion of this strategy.

Mr. Chairman, I believe that this
post-cold-war era has ushered in an op-
portunity for us to redefine a new na-
tional security agenda. Let me propose
the following question: If we took
whatever resources necessary to de-
velop the most powerful military force
that the human mind could conceive,
and our society simultaneously was de-
teriorating culturally, socially, politi-
cally and economically, question: What
are we defending?

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, one of the
extraordinarily vital national security
interests must be a healthy, vibrant
economy and a well-educated, well-in-
formed, well-trained citizenry capable
of engaging the economic and social in-
stitutions of our society. That has im-
plications for what we spend to educate
our children, retrain our dislocated
people, house our people, protect and
preserve the environment, provide for
health care.

If our Nation is not a vital national
security interest, what are we out
there building this extraordinary mili-
tary apparatus for? This is a moment
in the context of change and challenge
that we can redefine. That is one ele-
ment.

A second element, Mr. Chairman, is
an engaged foreign policy. Martin Lu-
ther King probably said it best when he
said that peace is more than simply the
absence of war; it is the absence of con-
ditions that create war, that give rise
to war.

And what gives rise to war? It is hun-
ger, malnutrition, violation of human
rights, denial of democratic principles,
lack of sustainable economics, regional
instability, brought on by man’s inhu-
manity to man.

So, our foreign policy must engage
the world. We are a major superpower.
We are the last superpower standing,
and our foreign policy should engage
the world, commit it to democratic
principles, human rights, economic de-
velopment, stability in regions around
the world. We should stand for some-
thing. And our foreign policy and our
foreign assistance act should engage,
and that account should be adequately
funded.

Third, we should have a properly
sized, properly trained, properly
equipped military to meet the realities
of a changing world as we move into
the next millennium. All I have argued
for is that there be balance in these ac-
counts. Let the debate go forward.
What should be the investment in our
society as a vital national security in-
terest? What goes into creating a
healthy, well-educated, well-trained
citizenry? What goes into creating a vi-
brant economy? How much money
should we invest and engage in foreign
policy that ends up precluding war,
which at the end of the day, Mr. Chair-
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man, is much more cost-effective in
terms of human life and economic re-
sources than waging war. Preventing
war.

And fourth, we ought to have an hon-
est debate over what is a properly
sized, ©properly trained, properly
equipped military. I did not come here
to guarantee that my point of view
should necessarily prevail, but this is
the people’s house. This is a place
where we should debate and deliberate
openly, so we should have a discussion
over these matters. These are signifi-
cant issues here.

The American people are saying the
world has changed. They know viscer-
ally that the cold war is over. They
know instinctively that there is no
more Soviet Union and Warsaw Pact.
They know intuitively that in this
changing world we do not need to spend
as much money on our military. But
we need to be honest and open with
them, not engage in 30-second scare
tactics, but use the brilliance and the
genius of our minds to talk about these
issues substantively.

I do not have to win, but let us just
make it all fair. But rushing this bill
to the floor that spends $260-plus bil-
lion, that is an incredible amount of
money at an extraordinary time when
we can say to our children and our
children’s children that there is need
to go in a different direction.

Some may agree or disagree with me,
but I think we stand on the threshold
much less of waging major war in the
world than we are of engaging in peace-
keeping, peacemaking, peace enforce-
ment, humanitarian assistance, low-in-
tensity conflicts.

But I have no locks on truth. Other
people may have different points of
view, but let us engage each other in a
debate that is dignified and respectful
and thoughtful. But we rush to judg-
ment.
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“Let me buy your weapons system.
You buy mine.”

Billions of dollars buying yesterday’s
technology, mortgaging into the fu-
ture. We had a great discussion about
mortgaging the children’s future.

We will have an opportunity in the
course of this debate, for example, to
look at the B-2 bomber, a program that
was not contemplated in this 5-year
budget agreement that we marched to
the microphones and told America we
balanced the budget. In the 5-year
budget agreement, we established the
parameters of the budget for 5 years.
Now people want to walk into that
budget what the Congressional Budget
Office has defined as a $27 billion pro-
gram, of which nearly $14 billion will
be spent in the 5 years.

One does not have to be a Ph.D. in ec-
onomics to understand that if we
signed onto a 5-year budget deal that
did not contemplate a $27 billion weap-
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ons system and we are going to put
that $27 billion dollar weapons system
within the context of that 5-year budg-
et agreement, something has got to go
out. One does not have to be brilliant,
no great genius. One can be a fool or a
knave and come to that determination.
We need to grapple over what is proper
and what is appropriate.

I have been here now in my 27th year.
It is fascinating, Mr. Chairman. This is
the first time that my colleagues are
going to be forced to have to choose
which weapons system, which direc-
tion, what policy shall guide us at this
moment. But in the past, you scratch
my back, I scratch yours, I buy your
plane, you buy my ship, you buy my
this, you buy my that. Now the world
is different, Mr. Chairman. I have been
waiting almost 27 years for this mo-
ment to come when everybody has got
to get honest, everybody has got to
walk up to the table, and we have got
to start looking at each other eyeball
to eyeball to talk about where we are
going. I am saying this is an oppor-
tunity for a new national security
agenda and that ought to frame the na-
ture of this debate. The only thing that
is framing the debate now is the 5-year
budget agreement. But we are charged
with the opportunity of developing a
new national security agenda.

Mr. Chairman, I applaud the com-
mittee in its retreat from an ABM
Treaty busting approach to missile de-
fenses. The last several years many of
our colleagues were hell-bent to de-
velop a national missile defense system
that challenged the ABM system, the
ABM Treaty. I have always argued that
any time one moved to abrogate a trea-
ty, when we are holding the public
trust, when we have fiduciary responsi-
bility for our children and our chil-
dren’s children, we ought to walk in a
very fragile manner when we start to
talk about moving beyond treaties. In
this bill, I am pleased that we have
sort of retreated from that.

I believe that it is implicit embraced,
this bill, of the administration’s beefed
up 3-plus-3 missile program, seeks to
accelerate a program for which the re-
quirements, and, Mr. Chairman, as my
colleagues well knows, and its capabili-
ties have yet to be demonstrated. We
have spent billions. Requirements have
not been demonstrated. Capabilities
have not been demonstrated. We stand
on the verge of spending too much too
fast in a quest for defenses against
threats that remain remote and man-
ageable by other strategies in the near
future. If that is true, slow down the
train and let us start to talk about
these matters before we spend so much
money.

How often do we go home in our town
meetings and talk about wasting
money, moving too fast, not throwing
money after a problem? This bill is a
classic example of this. We need to stop
and America needs to pause from what-
ever it is doing and look at this and see
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what it is we are doing and become in-
formed and engaged in a discussion
that affects their lives and the lives of
their children and their children’s chil-
dren. This is not just this gentleman.
It is far beyond that.

Mr. Chairman, the committee report
also raids environmental cleanup ac-
counts in the Department of Energy
designed for use to clean up the most
critically contaminated sites in the
United States. Do my colleagues know
why? To finance the acquisition of this
additional hardware. What a short-
sighted approach. There is broad alarm
at what this portends, as the additional
views of the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. SPRATT] illuminate elo-
guently in the committee report.

We cut $2.6 billion from the Depart-
ment of Energy request, a big chunk of
that the environmental cleanup. For
what reason? To buy more hardware, to
buy more planes, to have more money
for more modernization, rather than
grappling with what are the realities.
Do my colleagues think the American
people do not want these sites cleaned
up that were contaminated with good-
ness knows what? But we took money
from there. **‘Well, that's enough. We're
going to build more weapons systems.”

America needs to know that. We need
to discuss this out in the open. And if
the people want that, this is democ-
racy, I stand with democracy, but at
least let us have an open discussion on
it. The reductions in the cooperative
threat reduction funding, the whole pot
of which is now threatened by the Sol-
omon amendment made in order by the
rule, pursue a strategy of being penny
wise and pound foolish.

Mr. Chairman, as my colleagues
know, the cooperative threat reduction
funding program, euphemistically
known as Nunn-Lugar funds, to date
what has transpired as a result of
spending these few dollars on coopera-
tive threat reduction? The safe re-
moval to secure facilities of more than
3,300 strategic nuclear warheads from
missiles. Three thousand three hundred
nuclear warheads in the context of the
former Soviet Union have now been
moved to safe facilities. We were
spending $300 billion per year prepared
to wage war with the Soviet Union. Yet
for a handful of dollars with the Nunn-
Lugar program we have removed 3,300
nuclear warheads.

I daresay most of our children do not
know this. Many of the American peo-
ple do not know this. In darkness and
in areas where there is lack of knowl-
edge, then we can do these things, we
can make reductions, because people
do not know. But maybe if they knew,
they would say, "“Wait a minute. If
there is one program you ought to fund
fully, it is this program.” If it is that
cheap to remove nuclear weapons that
threaten the lives of our children, then
why would we want to cut that? For
what reason? Build some more weap-
ons.
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Mr. Chairman, finally, I want to urge
all of my freshman colleagues and my
sophomore colleagues who make up a
huge percentage of this institution, a
big number, the freshman and sopho-
more Members, come, pay attention to
this debate, engage. Because they are
the future, the new Members of Con-
gress here. Many of us old heads, Mr.
Chairman, we have been knocking
heads with each other for over a quar-
ter of a century. Many of us know
these issues backwards and forwards.
We can say ditto to your last year's
speech and vice versa. But the new
Members must engage this process so
that there is some healthy new energy
into this debate.

I am prepared to be a man of change.
The cold war is over. Let us move on
and get ourselves out of the narrow
confines of ideology and viewing the
world through the narrow prism of ide-
ology. Take off old paradigms, think
fresh, think anew, think real, think
young, think change. New people, en-
gage. You have not had the repeated
opportunities enjoyed by many of us to
discuss and debate these issues.

These should be viewed as chal-
lenging matters because we are getting
ready to commit half of the discre-
tionary resources of the U.S. Govern-
ment to programs that will be stabi-
lizing or destabilizing, wasteful or re-
quired, redundant or critical. These are
the decisions we have to make. Engage
this process. Knowing the issues and
voting in the best interests of all of the
elements of our national security
strategy will hopefully be the hallmark
of the debate and votes yet to come.

A final comment. Out of all of these
things I have said, Mr. Chairman, first
I appreciate the work of my distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE]. We have
now returned to a sense of bipartisan-
ship. We sort of lost our way there for
a while. 1 appreciate that. We have
worked together. There are politics
that divide us, but as long as there is
an atmosphere that our national secu-
rity agenda ought to be bipartisan, let
us fight out the issues.

The second point that I simply make
is that I think there is a rush to judg-
ment to bring this bill to the floor to
the tune of $260 some odd billion. If we
cannot slow down when we are getting
ready to spend $263 billion, what will
make us slow down? $270 billion? $300
billion? $1.5 trillion? What makes you
stop and think? We have had more de-
bate on bills that contain a micro-
scopic amount of money, but the issue
was s0 controversial we talked for
days. But when it comes to an issue
that has such dramatic and profound
impact, we move with great alacrity
and great speed. Why? Because the
faster we run it through, the less it
gets looked at. And the less it gets
looked at, the easier it can get worked
on.
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1 get paid to be right here. I have
been frustrated all year, Mr. Chairman.
This is my one time when we can stop.
1 will take my vitamins and drink my
tea and we can have at it and stay here
for several days and debate this mat-
ter. Hopefully, the American people
will turn off the drama programs, what
have you, and the talk shows and focus
in on the real talk show, the real
drama, the real educational channel,
the real place where we make life-and-
death decisions, right here. Sometimes
it is even the comedy station because
we can get funny around here, too.

But this is a serious set of issues.
Maybe if we took enough time and the
American people started to focus, we
could do it in such a manner that we
could be educative.

Mr. Chairman, with those remarks, it
is my hope that we can open this dis-
cussion with vitality and energy.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. HUNTER], chairman of the
Subcommittee on Military Procure-
ment.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], the great chair-
man of our full committee, for his won-
derful leadership. I want to com-
pliment the gentleman from California
[Mr. DELLUMS], the ranking member,
for his tireless energy on the other side
and his great attendance at our mara-
thon hearings that went in some cases
into 7, 8 o'clock at night. He had good
endurance. And to my great friend the
gentleman from Missouri from [Mr.
SKELTON], I thank the gentleman for
working as a partner on this very im-
portant committee and to all of my
colleagues who are a part of this com-
mittee, I think it is the most bipar-
tisan committee in the House, and I
think we did good work.

Mr. Chairman, 1 want to engage with
some of the propositions that the pre-
vious speaker put out. Let us review
the bidding. Where are we on the big
scale? This century we have under-
taken a series of cycles that America,
this great democracy, tends to go
through.

After World War I, we referred to
that war as the war to end all wars. We
hear that phrase recurring now after
the cold war is over. We call it the post
cold war period. The implication is
there is not going to be any more wars.
But my colleague, the gentleman from
California [Mr. DELLUMS], mentioned
something that I think hits the heart
of the matter. He said, ‘‘These are un-
certain times.” If we follow history, we
should meet uncertain times with pre-
paredness.

It has been mentioned that every
capital ship that was used in World
War II had the keel laid before World
War II, before the attack on Pearl Har-
bor. That means that we have to be
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prepared for war, and the best way to
deter war is to be prepared for it, and
the best way to win one when we have
it is to be prepared for it. 1 do not
think we are any smarter today in
terms of intelligence than we were in
the 1920's when we did not see World
War II coming, than we were right
after World War II, we had an army of
9.8 million people, and a few years later
on the Korean peninsula we were
pushed down the peninsula by a third-
rate military. That is because we did
not know what was going to happen.

I have reviewed the words of Louis
Johnson, then Secretary of Defense,
and they sound a lot like President
Clinton’s leadership in the military
now. They talked about a small core,
changing fat into muscle, getting peo-
ple out of their desk jobs and into the
field. Only Omar Bradley really told it
like it was in 1950, 4 months before the
Korean war started when he said that
we could not win a major war with
what we have right now.

Here is what we have done, Mr.
Chairman. We have cut the Army since
Desert Storm from 18 Army divisions
to 10. We have cut our Air Force from
24 fighter air wings to 13. We have cut
our air power almost in half. And we
have cut the Navy from 546 Navy ships
to 346 ships.

Even President Clinton says we have
to modernize and increase the mod-
ernization budget to $60 billion. That is
not the gentleman from South Carolina
[Mr. SPENCE], the chairman, that is not
me, that is not other members of the
committee. That is the President of
the United States.
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And he had that on his blueprint; this
yvear we were going to spend $60 billion
giving good equipment to our troops.
But we did not go into it.

As we walked down and got closer to
and closer this fiscal year we went
from $60 billion to about $55 billion.
Then it was $48 billion, then $46, and
when the rubber meets the road it is
$42 billion, meaning that our men and
women in the military do not have the
right equipment, they do not have the
best equipment they could possibly
have because we have short changed
them.

And, Mr. Chairman, let me tell my
colleagues in 1985 we spent $404 billion
in today’'s dollars, in 1997 dollars, on
defense. Today we are spending about
$258 billion. That means we have cut on
an annual basis $140 billion out of the
defense budget. That is where most of
the cuts have come for the Clinton ad-
ministration.

But we did the best we could do with
very little resources to try to bolster
the military. We asked military lead-
ers, we asked President Clinton's lead-
ers to come in and tell us what their
unfunded priorities were. They used to
tell us that in private sessions in back
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rooms, but our great chairman, our
great chairman, said we are not going
to do that any more, we are not going
to let editors call this pork and say it
is stuff that the military did not want
because it is not on the record. So he
made them go on the record. He said
“You come tell us what you need in
written form that’s not funded,” and
they did that to the tune, this year, in
excess of §10 billion that the President
did not put in the budget for them and
that the budget deal did not include.

So in fixed wing aircraft and heli-
copters and track vehicles and ammu-
nition, in small arms, we have tried to
provide more, about $2.9 billion more in
the procurement budget, $3.9 billion
more in the procurement budget than
the President had. I think we did a
pretty good job with limited resources,
and our motto should be, be strong, be
prepared, these are uncertain times.

This is a good bill, and I hope every-
body will support it.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 6 minutes to the distinguish gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. SKELTON].

Mr. SKELTON. I thank my friend
and colleague from California for yield-
ing me this time. First let me com-
pliment him on two fronts. The first is
the framing of the debate so well re-
garding the three aspects of national
security: domestic, foreign policy and
the properly sized military, and, sec-
ond, I would be remiss if I did not com-
plement the gentleman on his elo-
quence because this Chamber through
the years has seldom heard such per-
suasive and eloguent words as we hear
from our friend from California, and I
salute him for that.

Let us look at these elements very
briefly in the time that we have. I
think it is absolutely right; what are
we defending?

Then, on the domestic front, we have
the grandest civilization ever known in
the history of mankind. That is what
we are defending, and we have interests
all over this world, whether they be
moral interests, or whether they be
trade interests or other economic in-
terests. So we must maintain a strong
domestic pattern in our life.

Second, the foreign policy. As my
friend from California says, we must be
engaging in the world, and we engaging
in the world. I think we are doing a fair
job of that, whether it be by diplo-
macy, or whether it be by military,
whether it be by economics, whether it
be by trade. We are the sole surviving
superpower, and our foreign policy has
brought us to that point.

I might say that regarding diplomacy
the need for the third element is very
apparent. To back up diplomacy from
time to time it is necessary to have an
adequate and strong military. Other-
wise the words spoken are empty.

Third, and this is the primary reason
we are here today, on having a proper
sized military. Now of course everyone
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looks at it, I suppose, through our own
individual eyes and through the eyes of
the people we represent. Maybe the in-
stallations are the factories that we
have in our own part of the country.
But it is a broader issue than that. We
must have a properly sized military
that is capable of protecting this coun-
try and capable of protecting our inter-
ests throughout the world.

Our interests throughout the world,
of course, include precluding war,
keeping the peace, because we know so
full and well that small conflicts de-
velop into major conflicts. I think the
QDR, the guadrennial defense review,
has the strategy right, and it looks at
shaping and responding and preparing.
Actually it is a broader strategy than
that put forth by our late friend, Les
Aspin, which was limited to two major
regional contingencies. This one, I
think, is more on balance.

So I suggest in using the words of my
California colleague, let the debate go
forward.

Had this debate taken place in this
Chamber, had this debate taken place
in the French Parliament, had this de-
bate taken place in the Parliament of
the United Kingdom in the 1920's, the
second world war might well have been
averted because we know from history
that all three of those countries, par-
ticularly the United Kingdom and
France, allowed their military to slip
drastically. It was the late George C.
Marshal as a major in the Army, gave
a speech here in Washington to a small
education group one day, 1923 when he
decried the doing and undoing of those
things for national defense, and he put
the finger right on the Congress of the
United States. And, my colleagues,
under the constitution the buck stops
with us in Harry Truman’'s words. We
under article 1 section 8 are charged
with raising and maintaining the mili-
tary and charged with establishing the
rules by which they shall live. That is
our job.

So I welcome this debate, and I com-
pliment my friend for engaging in it.
Looking into the future is like a kalei-
doscope, we do not know what the next
pattern is going to be, but we know the
pieces of which it is made. I think our
major challenge in the military is
keeping good people. We have oper-
ational tempo that is high on keeping
families happy and keeping a stability.
A stability means a stable budget. We
are blessed with the weapons systems
that others do not have when they be
satellite GPS's, global positioning sys-
tems, smart weapons or stealth tech-
nology which is so very important as
reflected by the B-2 bomber and by the
F-117 which did so well in the gulf war.

We must look to the future in the
light of what our friend has said, to
protect the grandest civilization we
have, to develop and keep that engag-
ing foreign policy that is successful
and to have a properly sized military
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that George Marshal did not have, that
France did not have, that Great Brit-
ain did not have. So in the days ahead
we will have a more peaceful and a bet-
ter opportunity for those young people
who grow and follow in our footsteps.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. BATEMAN].

Mr. BATEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the chairman of the Committee
on National Security for yielding this
time to me and appreciate the tremen-
dous job that he has been doing.

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
1119, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 1998. After an
extensive series of hearings here in
Washington and in field, the Com-
mittee on National Security has
reached the conclusion that positive
action must be taken to arrest what we
believe to be a decline in the readiness
of our military forces. These concerns
were also highlighted in a readiness re-
port issued by Chairman SPENCE a few
weeks ago, and then in the interests of
time I will not go into specific details
of the many readiness issues that we
have brought to light by the commit-
tee’'s investigation and the chairman’s
report, but I would urge everyone to
pay close attention to these concerns.

H.R. 1119 begins the process by which
we address these readiness problems.
To address many of the issues that I
believe have a direct impact on readi-
ness, H.R. 1119 includes several provi-
sions that get to the heart of the prob-
lem which is how our military leaders
report on readiness conditions of our
forces and how our military leaders
spend the funds Congress provides for
readiness. To get at the problem of re-
porting on the readiness condition of
the forces there is a provision that will
expand the number of readiness indica-
tors that must be reported on to give
us a more accurate readiness picture.

To address our current concerns on
how readiness funds are used there is a
provision that will require the Depart-
ment of Defense to report to Congress
before large amounts of money is
moved from critical readiness accounts
to other accounts. I believe these and
other provisions found in H.R. 1119 will
provide the necessary information so
that the situation continues to decline,
we should be in a position to take ac-
tion before the system breaks down.

Over the past 2 years this committee
identified several areas for priority at-
tention and provided additional fund-
ing. These areas included real property
maintenance, maintenance, depot
maintenance, base operation support
and reserve readiness. For the second
year in a row the President's fiscal
yvear 1998 budget request cuts funding
in all these areas to a level below what
was provided last year. H.R. 1119 pro-
vides additional resources in these and
other areas where the Department of
Defense has failed to provide sufficient
adequate funding.
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Unlike the previous 2 years, the com-
mittee has not received any additional
funding. Therefore to accomplish in-
creases in the traditional readiness
sensitive areas we will have to make
some reductions in the budget request,
particularly the accounts that reflect
program growth in excess administra-
tive support. I am convinced these re-
ductions will not directly affect the
readiness capabilities of our combat
forces but will directly affect and im-
prove the day to day readiness and
gquality of life for our service men and
women.

I would like to thank the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Readiness, my colleague the gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. SI1S1SKY], for
his outstanding cooperation, his
knowledge, ability, and leadership
through the years. The Subcommittee
on Military Readiness has had to deal
with several difficult issues that have
transcended political lines which would
have been more difficult if it were not
for his expertise and assistance.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1119 is a respon-
sible, meaningful bill that appro-
priately allocates limited resources for
the continued readiness of our military
forces. I urge my colleagues to vote
‘‘yes’ on the bill.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, 1
yield 5 minutes to my distinguished
colleague the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. SISISKY].

Mr. SISISKY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
my ranking member, and adviser and
other things. Although we do not agree
all the time, I do agree with his opin-
ions; at least not agree with them, but
1 do respect all of his opinions, and I
want to thank the chairman of the
committee for the many courtesies
that he has shown me and other Mem-
bers of the minority. Of course, the
chairman of the subcommittee, not
many people realize it, but the gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. BATEMAN]
has control over some $90 billion. That
is a lot of money for a subcommittee,
and I do respect what he is do doing.

The ranking member, Mr. DELLUMS,
talked about the new national security
agenda, and it just dawned on me, and
right after him the gentleman from
California talked about preparedness
and talked about Secretary Lewis
Johnson living in the Korean thing.
Let me tell my colleagues an inter-
esting story about myself:

I joined the Navy when I was 17, 1 day
before I was 18, and I had lived through
the depression, had not traveled very
much, and I wanted to see the world,
and that is why I joined the Navy. I
went to a separation center in Bain-
bridge, MD. This was in the summer of
1946, and getting ready to get out of
boot camp and scheduled to go on a de-
stroyer escort someplace in California
and very excited. Guess what?

The war ended. V-J Day happened. 1
did not see the world. They put me
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back in the separation center at Bain-
bridge, discharged members who had
come back from the Pacific, 4 and 5
years in the Pacific.

And what was my job and another
group of us? Our job was to sign up
these people for the inactive naval re-
serve, and we, as my colleagues know,
I was a young guy. They just fed me in-
formation.

I said, **We've fought the war to end
all wars.”” We were the only one at that
time with the atom bomb, we had al-
most 10 million people in uniform, all
the equipment, the world is a disaster,
do not worry about it, never be called
up, inactive naval reserve.
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I did not sign up, I did not sell my-
self. But I can assure my colleagues, in
4% years, a lot of people that I signed
up went back to a country that I did
not even know existed, to be very hon-
est, and that was Korea; and for a while
we really got beat there.

The point I am making is, even
though the agenda, and the gentleman
is absolutely right, the agenda may be
different, the agenda is still the same
in the world, and that is be prepared
and have insurance.

Now, having said that, in light of the
many challenges facing this Congress,
it really is exciting for those of us who
have been focusing on military readi-
ness and quality of life concerns, we
had the opportunity to hear firsthand
the views of the personnel who will be
carrying out our military strategy. We
received input from general flag offi-
cers, enlisted personnel and in some
cases, from family members. Their re-
sponses were as diverse as the popu-
lation they represented.

I have no doubt that they all had sin-
cere interest in readiness and quality
of life matters and expressed what they
thought would be in the best interests
of this Nation and the forces. The Con-
gress and those military personnel and
family members who shared their con-
cerns with us can be assured that H.R.
1119 reflects their input to the degree
that we could afford.

There is no doubt that our military
forces are ready today to face the chal-
lenges that may confront them in the
many parts of the world where the U.S.
national interests might be threatened.
But I remain concerned about tomor-
row. What will they look like in 18
months or 2 years?

I also remained concerned about the
readiness, believe it or not, of our civil-
ian workers, those dedicated employees
who have superbly served this Nation
during times of crisis over the years
while enduring personnel drawdowns
and, even worse, continuous rumors
about reductions. Simply stated, the
department and we here in Congress
have not given them the attention they
deserve.

Notwithstanding their dedication, 1
am uncertain at this time about our
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ability to mobilize a crisis based on
how we are managing them today. My
feedback indicates that our civilian
employees frequently feel abandoned
because of the absence of security and,
yves, predictability in their status.

Mr. Chairman, we all recognize the
difficulty in addressing the readiness
and associate guality of life issues and
making tough choices in this severely
budget-constrained environment. And
we will talk about the other parts of
the budget constraint with the other
amendments, but we address a number
of difficult issues; but in our sub-
committee we could not solve them all.
I wish we could have done more.

What we did, Mr. Chairman, was to
begin to lay the foundation to sustain
the military readiness we all agree is
necessary for today and tomorrow.

I again express my support for H.R.
1119 and urge my colleagues to do the
same.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. WELDON], the chairman
of our Subcommittee on Military Re-
search and Development.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in strong support of
the legislation and applaud both the
Chairman and the ranking member for
their leadership and the cooperation of
our subcommittee chairs and the rank-
ing members.

There are those in this country who
think that we have mistakenly in-
creased defense spending dramatically.
The facts are, if we compare to what
we are spending today to John Ken-
nedy’s tenure, and I raise that point in
time because we had relative peace, it
was after Korea and before Vietnam;
we were spending 9 percent of our coun-
try’s gross national product in the
military. We were spending 52 cents of
every Federal tax dollar on defense.

In this year's budget, we are spending
less than 3 percent of the GNP on the
military. We are spending 16 cents of
the Federal taxpayer dollar on the
military.

Now, in spite of that dramatic de-
crease, we have to consider the fact
that in John Kennedy's era we had a
draft. All of our young people were
drafted out of high school, they were
paid less than the minimum wage, they
served for 2 years, they were not mar-
ried, they did not have higher edu-
cation; and therefore, we did not have
the quality of life costs that we have
today.

Our troops today are all volunteer.
They get better pay. Many of them are
married. They have advanced degrees,
they have children, we have housing,
education, quality of life costs that we
never had before. So in spite of reduc-
ing defense spending to this lower
level, a much larger percentage of this
smaller amount of money is going for
quality of life issues. It is not going for
sophisticated systems. And in fact, I
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have publicly said that we should can-
cel some major weapons systems. But
the facts are that the bulk of our
money is going to pay for the troops to
take care of the family members who
serve this country.

We are hurting right now, because on
top of the increased quality of life
costs, the fastest growing portion of
our defense budget is in, guess what?
Environmental mitigation. Almost $12
billion this year to clean up the envi-
ronment. And on top of that, we have
an OPTEMPO deployment rate that we
have not seen for the last 50 years.

We have an internationalist foreign
policy with an isolationist defense
budget. We are committing our troops
to more locations at higher costs and
not planning for those expenditures, so
are taking the money to pay for those
operations out of the accounts to mod-
ernize our forces and to take care of
our quality of life issues. And in fact,
to add insult on top of injury, we are
even paying the cost of our allies who
come into these operations.

Mr. Chairman, we had a very difficult
process. In my subcommittee we fo-
cused on three major 21st century
threats that we see emerging, and we
plussed up funding in each area above
what the administration requested.
First of all, dealing with weapons of
mass destruction, missile proliferation
is our No. 1 concern. In a bipartisan
vote, we plussed it up significantly. We
never wanted to see an incident occur
like we saw over in Saudi Arabia where
in 1991 we lost a number of our young
kids to a low-class Scud missile.

Second, we increased significantly
funds for anti-terrorism. So yes, we can
locate those attempts to bring in weap-
ons, not necessarily from missiles, but
sneaking them through our ports. Our
committee increased funding for the
third consecutive year in
antiterrorism, both in technology and,
more importantly this year, in training
first responders all across the Nation.

Third, we put a new focus on infor-
mation warfare. When a foreign adver-
sary can electronically transfer ille-
gally $100 million from one of our
banks, when they can potentially shut
down the information systems of this
Nation, we as a Committee on National
Security are coming to the forefront
and saying yes, we want our military
prepared for that eventuality as well.

We put $90 million of additional fund-
ing in this year’s bill over what the
President asked for so that we can help
address the issues of encryption and
protection of information systems that
could bring down the economy of our
country.

Mr. Chairman, we have done it all.
We have done the best that we could
with an impossible budget number. Un-
fortunately, it is not enough. I would
have liked to have seen us had more
money to meet these threats in a more
robust manner. We talk about the cost-
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effectiveness of acquisition reform; and
while the administration talks about
that, we drive up the costs of our pro-
gram dramatically. But I ask our col-
leagues to vote in the affirmative on
this very important bill.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to my distinguished
colleague from South Carolina [Mr.
SPRATT].

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time, and to my colleague from South
Carolina and my good friend, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DELLUMS],
I commend the gentleman on the work
product he brought to the floor.

I want to address in the time allotted
to me a common misperception now
out in the public and a misstatement
that is likely to be made a number of
times before this debate is over, and
that is that the reason this budget is
stretched so tight that it is so difficult
to come up with extra funds to do
things we would like to do is that the
Clinton administration has not asked
for more money for national defense. In
fact, the facts tell a different story.

Last year’s budget resolution in the
last Congress was the last blueprint we
received from the Republicans on what
they would spend on national defense.
That resolution spelled out, budget
function by budget function, what
every different function would be fund-
ed at. And for the function we call 050,
which is national defense comprehen-
sively, the Pentagon and the Depart-
ment of Energy both, the requests over
5 years, the amount of money allotted
to national defense over 5 years in that
budget resolution was $1 trillion 371
billion. That was the Republican budg-
et resolution which passed the House
last year, 1 trillion 371 billion for the
period 1998 through 2002.

When the President sent his budget
up this year for that same period of
time, 1998 through 2002, the President
requested and proposed spending $§1
trillion 383 billion on national defense
comprehensively over that same 5-year
period of time. This is $12 billion more
than the amount of money that was
provided in the last budget resolution
passed by the House, which was a Re-
publican-sponsored plan.

This year, this was $12 billion ahead
of where we left off. We then entered
into negotiations which the adminis-
tration fully supported, and as a result
of those budget negotiations, we added
$4.4 billion to function 050, national de-
fense comprehensively.

So through this bipartisan budget
resolution, which the Democrats and
Republicans both have supported and
the President has blessed and sup-
ported himself, we have added $17 bil-
lion more to defense spending than the
Republican budget provided when we
adjourned in the last Congress. That is
a significant increment in spending.

The committee, and this is a matter
of concern to me also, the committee
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has gone beyond that budget agree-
ment and has taken $2.6 billion which
were specifically provided for function
053, the Department of Energy, specifi-
cally earmarked to certain programs
there that are necessary for cleaning
up the environmental mess that was
left over from 40 to 50 years of building
nuclear weapons, taken that $2.6 bil-
lion and put it in the Department of
Defense instead of the Department of
Energy.

Now, I would be one of the last to say
that the money is misspent. It is being
spent on some good programs, on O&M,
operations and maintenance, and on
procuring some things that I think add
to our national defense. But in fact,
the requirement for these funds, this
$2.6 billion in DOE, will not go away
simply because we do not fund it this
year. It is still there. It will come back
next year. We have simply pushed it
into the future.

In the meantime, by adding $2.6 bil-
lion to the procurement budget and to
an R&D budget, we have started up
programs which will not be fully com-
pleted and will not be fully sustained
by that $2.6 billion. So we have gen-
erated more demands for funds to com-
plete what we started this year in the
outyears, and that is going to create
fiscal problems in the outyears, as $2.6
billion that we moved out of DOE into
DOD.

Frank Raines, the very distinguished
and able Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, warned the House
in a letter on June 5 that this funding,
taken from DOE and shifted to DOD,
violates the bipartisan budget agree-
ment. And it is bound to come up again
in the conference that we will go to
when this bill comes to the floor and in
reconciliation, because we have not
settled the problem of what to do in
the future for the problems that are
not addressed with this $2.6 billion.

So 1 say to my colleagues who have
participated in bringing this to the
floor, I think on the whole it is a job
well done. I commend the Chairman
and I commend the ranking member
for working together, but not every
problem has been resolved and some of
the rabbits we have pulled out of the
hat to satisfy all of our demands this
year will not be there next year when
we try to do the same thing.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado [Mr. HEFLEY], the chairman of our
Subcommittee on Military Installa-
tions and Facilities.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of this legislation, the
National Defense Authorization Act. In
the brief time that I have available, I
want to discuss the key parts of this
bill as they relate to the military con-
struction and military family housing
programs of the Department of De-
fense.

The Subcommittee on Military In-
stallations and Facilities, which I have
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the honor of chairing, continues to be
concerned about the serious shortfalls
in basic infrastructure, military hous-
ing, and other facilities that affect the
readiness of the armed forces and the
quality of life of military personnel
and their families.
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The budget requested by the adminis-
tration for fiscal year 1998 continued a
pattern of significant deterioration in
the funding program by the Depart-
ment of Defense for military construc-
tion, in spite of the very clear and ob-
vious shortfalls. The budget request
submitted in February was 16 percent
below current spending levels and, in
constant dollars, the administration
requested 25 percent less in funding for
military construction for the coming
fiscal year than it sought just 2 years
ago.

More significant, despite all of the
rhetoric we hear from the administra-
tion about the importance of improv-
ing the quality of life for military per-
sonnel and military families, the budg-
et request again this year cut construc-
tion funding that directly affects the
living conditions of the very soldiers,
sailors, airmen, and marines that the
President professes to support.

Military family housing construc-
tion, for example, would have been cut
by one-third, $326 million, from current
levels in spite of the fact that 64 per-
cent of the housing is classified as un-
suitable. Barracks construction would
have been cut by over $130 million. or
17 percent.

We owe the young Americans and the
young families who volunteer to serve
the Nation and defend our freedoms
more than that. Just a few months ago
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs testi-
fied before the Committee on National
Security that with regard to housing
for the troops and military families, no
one can be satisfied with where we are
today, no one, he said. He asked us to
keep the pressure on, and in this legis-
lation that is exactly what we are try-
ing to do.

This bill puts an additional $750 mil-
lion toward military construction.
That amount would restore less than
half of the administration’s cut to the
MILCON top line, but with those funds
we have brought back nearly all of the
President’s cuts to quality of life con-
struction.

This bill would authorize funding for
50 new barracks and dormitories, the
construction or improvement of 8,400
family housing units, six new child de-
velopment centers, and other quality of
life improvements. It improves public
safety and working conditions. This
bill also provides additional funding for
important operational readiness and
training facilities for the active and
the reserve components.

The House has always responded to
the clear and compelling need of the
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military services. This bill reflects a
bipartisan consensus on military con-
struction. I urge the House to keep the
faith with the men and women in uni-
form, and continue our efforts to im-
prove their living and working condi-
tions. I ask for the Members’ support of
this bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. TAYLOR].

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Missouri for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Chairman, I want to encourage
my fellow Members to support this
measure. As many other people have
pointed out, it does not do everything
that we would like to do. But in a
budget environment where, unfortu-
nately, the only committee in Congress
that has had its budget reduced in real
dollars is the Department of Defense, I
do believe that we have done as much
good as we could with what we have.

There are certain disappointments
that I would like to articulate, things
that I hope that we can address during
this session. I will start by talking
about health care for military retirees.
Since most of those people have spent
at least 20 years serving their country
in the military, I think they, better
than most, understand the chain of
command, who is responsible for what.

Unfortunately, this was not a deci-
sion that could be made alone by the
Committee on Armed Services. Unfor-
tunately, the funding for the program
that they have told me they had the
most interest in, which is Medicare
subvention, flows through the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, because the
funding for that will have to come out
of the Medicare budget. I am sorry that
as of today that committee has chosen
not to act upon this. What I mean by
‘‘acting upon this' is to create a pro-
gram that would allow military retir-
ees over 65 years of age to continue
going to the base hospitals, and then
have the base hospital bill Medicare for
that service.

We will get a chance this year. I want
to assure the retirees that when the
Medicare portion of reconciliation
reaches the House floor, this will be an
effort that I will be a part of to see to
it that Medicare subvention becomes
the law of the land. I would hope the
leadership would allow a straight up-
or-down vote on this, it is that impor-
tant. Because quite honestly, they
were the only people in America who
were promised health care, and they
are the only people in America in that
age group who are not getting it. That
is simply not fair.

One of the other disappointments of
this session, but something I hope we
can address in future years, is the in-
equity of the way pay raises are grant-
ed. For about the past 25 years pay
raises have been granted on a percent-
age basis, which, if you are a general or
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a colonel or an admiral is not so bad,
because after all, 2.8 percent of a gen-
eral or an admiral or colonel’'s pay is
pretty good pay. If you happen to be an
E-1, an E-2, an E-3, an E-4, and in par-
ticular one with a family, then 2.8 per-
cent of your pay, even as a raise,
amounts to only about 3$20 or $30 a
month. That is not much money, and
as a matter of fact, it would barely buy
one box of Pampers for one of your
children each month.

Mr. Chairman, I would hope in the fu-
ture that we will, as a committee, seri-
ously study an alternative to give
those people at the lower ranks who oc-
cupy better than one-half of the U.S.
Marine Corps a flat rate on the lower
scale, to allow them to make a little
bit more money and make a life in the
military, a career in the military, a
more attractive option.

Something I am very proud of, we
were able to balance the budget this
yvear in the Subcommittee on Military
Personnel, and it was a bipartisan ef-
fort and could not even have been done
without the help of many of my Repub-
lican colleagues, was the passage and
retention of a very good program, in
fact, the opportunity to expand a pro-
gram, called Youth Challenge.

It is a program where at-risk youth,
high school dropouts, people between
the ages of 16 and 18 who have dropped
out of school, and in many if not most
instances have gotten into some trou-
ble with the law, but have not yet been
convicted of anything, where they are
given the opportunity to get drug-free.
They go through a boot camp type en-
vironment for 22 weeks. It is run, I be-
lieve, in 15 States, and it has a 96-per-
cent success ratio.

That means that 96 percent of the
over 8,000 young people who partici-
pated in this program have gotten
their GED and have gone on to go to
work, further their education, or have
joined the military. Some of them are
doing all three by joining the National
Guard, continuing their education, and
getting a part-time job to help with
their expenses.

Mr. Chairman, I cannot think of an-
other program in the United States of
America that has a 96-percent success
ratio. We have funded this program at
$50 million this year. We have called
for an increased participation on the
part of the States, with the under-
standing that this allows the Federal
dollars to go further, and it is my hope
that every single State in the Union
will participate in this great program.

I want to compliment our sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. BUYER], for taking
some steps to lessen the financial blow
to people who are on active duty who
are sent away from their families for
training. There have been a number of
measures included in this bill that will
lessen the financial blow that they
have when they are separated from
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their families, because the last thing
we want people to do is actually lose
money while they are away from their
families.

Mr. Chairman, 1 would close by say-
ing I would encourage every Member to
support this bill. I think it is the best
we can do with the resources available.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Utah
[Mr. HANSEN], a very valuable member
of our committee who would probably
be a subcommittee chairman, were he
not chairman of the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from South Carolina for
his courtesy in yielding time to me.

Mr. Chairman, years ago I walked
into this place, and every 2 years 1 put
my arm in the air and I take an oath to
obey the law of the land. I did that as
a city councilman, I did that as a State
legislator, and I notice even the Presi-
dent of the United States has to do
that.

In the 1980's we passed a particular
law and we called it the base closing
law. In that particular law we said
there would be certain rounds, and how
that works is first the people in uni-
form say what they need to defend this
Nation. Then they turn it over to the
Secretary. He can add or take away.
Then he turns that over to a base clos-
ing commission. They have from March
to July to look at it. Then they turn
their work over to the President of the
United States. The President of the
United States has 15 days.

What does the law say the President
of the United States can do? He can say
yes, 1 accept, or no, I do not accept. If
he does not accept, it goes back to the
BRAC Commission.

In this particular instance, in the
last round of base closings in 1995, our
President, it does not matter if it was
Republican or Democrat, our President
elected to add something that is not in
the law. He added a provision that said,
however, in two very popular States
with a lot of votes, I will privatize in
place. That is not in the law. In 45 days
Congress then has the same right as
the President, accept or reject. I am
talking about what happened in the
last go-around.

I have asked for a legal opinion from
the Pentagon, tell us if the President
can do that. The chairman signed a let-
ter with me. So far, Secretary Perry
neglected to do that. Secretary Cohen
has neglected to do that. It is amazing,
though, that last year Secretary Cohen
talked in great, dramatic terms about
how important it was that they do it
right and they follow the law. Now he
is in the funny building across the
river, and we will hope that he will
obey the law.

What do we have in the chairman's
markup this time? We have provisions
and language that will make the Presi-
dent of the United States obey the law.
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What is so wrong with obeying the law?
I think we all have to do it.

That language, let me tell the Mem-
bers briefly what that does. The lan-
guage, contrary to what has been float-
ing around this floor and in these halls
of Congress, does not affect any cur-
rent private contracts. It does not re-
quire work to be moved into the public
sector. The language does not require
any service to increase the percentage
of depot workload. The language does
not define which weapon systems and
equipment are core. The language does
not preclude further downsizing.

What does it ask them to do? It asks
that they bring the bases that are now
operating at this low capacity, that are
costing these big dollars up to the per-
cent and capacity they should have. We
asked the GAO, we said, let us know
what this is costing the American tax-
payers, all you folks in America, by
this disobeying of the law.

The GAO came back with a figure of
$468 million. Then we went to the Air
Force and asked, what does it cost be-
cause a certain group of folks are dis-
obeying the law? They came up with a
figure of $689 million because they are
not following the law.

Do we have to downsize? You bet we
do, but when we close bases and we
cannot because of political expediency,
let us keep this one in California open,
let us keep this one in Texas open, we
have to come down and say, look, ev-
erybody has to square their shoulders
and do this right.

The Navy had six depots, they closed
three, and they lived with it. The Air
Force should do the same thing, and so
should the Army. But for political rea-
sons, I think it is abhorrent to the
American people that we do this.

Let me say, the people who will be
arguing for a certain amendment
around here are in effect saying, it is
okay to obey the law if the benefits
inure to me, but if they do not inure to
me, you cannot. I think it is just a wee
bit on the greedy side and extremely
parochial when we all say we obey the
law.

Let me say it one time, in the base
that I represent, and incidentally I had
four and three are closed now, but the
last one, I stood in front of our com-
mittee and said, if we come out very
last on the COBRA formula, I will
stand up and say, close that base. I
mean that from the bottom of my
heart. Yet, when they came out num-
ber one, how come the people who are
last now will not say the same thing?
That really bothers me.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California [Ms. HARMAN].

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Chairman, I note that the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DELLUMS]
is temporarily off the floor, but would
like to take a second to commend his
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opening remarks and him. He always
shows incredible professionalism, pas-
sion, and poetry which I believe are un-
matched in this body.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
H.R. 1119, the National Defense Author-
ization Act of 1997. I support better de-
fense forces prepared to fight the next
war, not the last one. Unlike some col-
leagues, I think we can provide that for
less money. We can do this if we make
tough choices to fund weapons that
make sense, and to cut weapons, forces,
and infrastructure that do not make
sense.

I am proud to have been part of the
bipartisan effort to draft this bill, and
want to publicly commend the leader-
ship of the gentleman from California
[Mr. DELLUMS] and the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], the staff,
and my committee colleagues.

Mr. Chairman, this bill does much to
restore the balance between the readi-
ness of America’s forces, the quality of
life of America’'s service men and
women, and the need to modernize
America’s forces to deal with future
threats. It supports our commitments
to our allies, especially through joint
programs such as the tactical high en-
ergy laser program they have with
Israel, programs which are mutually
beneficial, reduce the time reguired to
develop systems, and conserve re-
sources.

It encourages innovative approaches
in R&D by rewarding partnerships be-
tween military and commercial enter-
prises which leverage cutting edge
technologies and save scarce dollars.
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Such cost-sharing partnerships are
now routine in the private sector but
the Pentagon, used to the cold war way
of doing business, has been slow to uti-
lize them.

As a member of the task force inves-
tigating sexual misconduct, I am
pleased to note that the bill mandates
serious study of improvements in the
selection, training and on-the job as-
sessment of all drill sergeants.

True, the bill does not go far enough
in some areas such as instituting best
business practices throughout the de-
partment to reduce infrastructure, en-
suring the rights of service women to
equal health care overseas or providing
long lead funding for nine more B-2s.

If we are to have a revolution in mili-
tary affairs that brings to the Pen-
tagon the best technology, we must
first have a revolution in business af-
fairs to reduce the bloated overhead
and help pay for recapitalization.

We owe it to our service women and
the women who are dependents of serv-
ice members to ensure that they have
access to the same health care services
that are available to CONUS civilian
and military counterparts.

And, Mr. Chairman, we cannot
achieve the objectives of the QDR to
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shape, respond and prepare without
three wings or 30 B-2s, the only system
that can fly great distances, penetrate
hostile air space and deliver massive
amounts of munitions on key targets
with acceptable, even minimal risk.
Amendments are going to be offered to
correct these deficiencies. I will be of-
fering one and will be supporting the
others.

Mr. Chairman, this bill is the bridge
between cold war military forces, cold
war ways of doing business and the
military of the future. This bill helps
build a military that is less expensive,
more effective and ready for the next
war. I urge its support.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. BUYER], the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Military Personnel.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Chairman, let me
congratulate the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE] and the
gentleman from California [Mr. DEL-
LUMS] again for their fine work on this
bill.

I rise in strong support of H.R. 1119,
the National Defense Authorization
Act for fiscal year 1998. My support
stems in no small part to the fact that
the bill addresses major personnel
issues like manpower, pay, compensa-
tion, and health care that confront the
military today.

Moreover, H.R. 1119°s military per-
sonnel titles represent a bipartisan
consensus and commitment to ensuring
that the needs of the military members
are addressed directly and effectively.

As the committee began looking at
the needs of the people and quality of
life in the fiscal year 1998 defense bill,
several major challenges dominated
our focus. Among those challenges
were, insufficient military manpower
for the required range of missions and
a Quadrennial Defense Review that pre-
scribed a cut of another 155,000 uni-
formed personnel; an enduring picture
of distressing financial need being ex-
perienced by military men and women;
also increasing difficulties by DOD in
recruiting sufficient manpower of the
requisite quality; the termination of
military leave for more than 120,000
Federal employees who also have vol-
unteered to serve as members of the
Reserve components; and, for a second
year in a row, a budget request that
significantly underfunded defense
health care programs.

To address these and other issues in
this bill, we are working on the grow-
ing gap between military and civilian
pay by mandating that military pay
raises be based on a full employment
cost index [ECI], and not the ECI
minus a half percent.

We also are requiring the Secretary
of Defense to implement a system of
pay and allowance that would prevent
the loss of income for military per-
sonnel when they are deployed and au-
thorize $50 million to facilitate the ini-
tiative.
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We also are increasing the housing
allowance in high cost areas to ensure
that military personnel experience the
same amount of out-of-pocket costs re-
gardless of location.

We also want to continue reducing
the out-of-pocket housing costs toward
the goal of having military personnel
absorb no more than 15 percent of the
cost of adequate housing.

We are retaining the statutory floors
on end strength for each of the services
and are also temporarily taking away
the 15-year retirement for one year. We
are increasing the funding for military
recruiting and direct a series of re-
forms to improve recruiter perform-
ance and reduce recruit attrition.

We retain military leave for Federal
civilians in the Selected Reserve and
restore the $85 million cut by the
President’'s budget from the Reserve
component budgets. We restore $274
million to the Defense Health Program,
and I appreciate the cooperation of the
Comptroller of Defense on that issue.

We also direct the Secretary of De-
fense to report to Congress on the fea-
sibility of extending a mail-order phar-
macy program to all Medicare eligible
beneficiaries who do not live near a
military medical treatment facility.

In addition, we restore the POW-MIA
provisions to the Missing Persons Act.
We also address a range of issues that
have emerged during the subcommit-
tee's and full committee’s examination
of sexual misconduct in the military by
providing a review of the ability of the
military criminal investigative serv-
ices to investigate crimes of sexual
misconduct and mandate a series of re-
forms to drill sergeant selection and
training.

H.R. 1119 would also require an inde-
pendent panel to assess reforms to military
basic training, including a determination of the
merits of gender-integrated or gender-seg-
regated basic training as a method to attain
the training objectives established by each
service.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1119 does many good
things for the people who serve our Nation in
uniform. For that reason, | urge my colleagues
to support its adoption.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
vield 2%2 minutes to my distinguished
colleague, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. ORTIZ].

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, as the
ranking member of the Subcommittee
on Military Construction, I rise in sup-
port of the military construction provi-
sion in the national defense authoriza-
tion bill, and I would like to express
thanks for the leadership of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina [Mr.
SPENCE] and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. DELLUMS] that they have
provided throughout the course of
these hearings that we have held.

The bill has $267 million more for
military family housing, a significant
increase for the quality of life issues.
Despite the fact that the military has
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seen significant downsizing, we are
still very concerned about the men and
women who serve us in the armed serv-
ices. It also contains $117 million more
for barracks and dormitories to house
the men and women who protect our
Nation including those stationed over-
seas.

We all take seriously the obligation
to address the quality of life concerns
of our military personnel. How and
where they live has a direct effect on
their lives and missions. In fact, of the
$750 million that we added to the ad-
ministration’s numbers, 63 percent is
to be spent on quality of life facilities.

Further funding of $88 million will be
spent on facilities like child develop-
ment centers, fitness centers and items
of that nature.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY], chairman of
the subcommittee, who is one of the
finest men in this Congress, and again
the gentleman from South Carolina
[Mr. SPENCE], and the gentleman from
California [Mr. DELLUMS], thank them
for their support. I urge support of the
military construction authorization.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. McHucH], the chairman of
our Special Oversight Panel on Morale,
Welfare and Recreation.

Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Chairman, let me
begin my adding my words of deep ap-
preciation both to the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], the
chairman of the full committee, and
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DELLUMS], the ranking member, for
their very diligent work on this par-
ticular piece of legislation.

As we have heard already, a matter
as complex as this brings about some
disagreement. I think it is a tribute to
these two gentlemen particularly but
also the entire committee that we have
been able to craft such, I think, a fair
and balanced piece of legislation in
this particular bill.

I would like to spend my time, Mr.
Chairman, on a portion of the bill on
which I think and I hope we can all
agree. That is the provision relating to
morale, welfare, and recreation activi-
ties of the Department of Defense. Let
me also add my words of appreciation
to all of the members of the MWR
panel, Democrat and Republican alike,
particularly to the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. MEEHAN], the rank-
ing member, for their constructive and
always, always bipartisan participation
in the panel’s work on H.R. 1119.

The Special Oversight Panel on Mo-
rale, Welfare, and Recreation of the
Committee on National Security con-
sidered several issues that year that
have significant implications for the
military resale system, for service
MWR activities, and, most impor-
tantly, for service members and their
families. The panel’s goal this year, as
it has been in the past, has been to en-
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sure the health of the military resale
system, the commissaries and ex-
changes, in such a way that we pre-
serve the benefit and quality of life for
our service men and women who make
such great sacrifices in order to serve
us and to serve our country.

Perhaps just as important at a time
when we are, as we all know, under in-
creased pressure to do more with less,
the panel has tried to make the MWR
system more efficient and at the same
time more cost-effective. I believe the
provisions in this particular bill rep-
resent a significant step in achieving
these objectives. I certainly urge my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
support this bill for that reason.

Let me highlight, Mr. Chairman,
very briefly some of the more signifi-
cant MWR provisions in the bill. First,
in partial response to some of the ac-
tions of the department over the last
year, we have included a provision that
would tighten up existing merchandise
and pricing requirements at com-
missaries. Other provisions in the bill
make more rigorous the requirements
for brand-name commercial items sold
at commissaries to be acquired non-
competitively and transfer administra-
tive responsibility for MWR programs
to the office of the Comptroller of the
Department of Defense.

We have also increased the financial
management flexibility of the Defense
Commissary Agency by expanding the
categories of revenues that may be de-
posited in that organization’'s oper-
ational account. Finally, Mr. Chair-
man, we have included provision giving
the department the authority to go for-
ward with public-private ventures as
long as those activities will benefit
MWR activities and its patrons.

By supporting this initiative, Mr.
Chairman, all Members of this House
can clearly demonstrate our commit-
ment. to the men and women in uni-
form. It is a good bill, good provisions.
I strongly urge its acceptance.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
vield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
PALLONE].

Mr. PALLONE., Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the bill.

Mr. Chairman, | want to commend the com-
mittee for producing what is an excellent bi-
partisan effort.

| share the committee's concern regarding
the state of Nation's military infrastructure. The
Committee's report on the fiscal year 1998
Defense Authorization bill, expressed concern
that military construction projects at bases
across the Nation have been underfunded.

Indeed, the committee was right to add an
additional $750 million on top of the adminis-
tration’s request for military construction.

The committee has done an excellent job in
making do with the limited resources. At Fort
Monmouth in Monmouth County, NJ, for in-
stance, the committee recognized the serious
need to rebuild the fort's firehouse. The exist-
ing firehouse, Mr. Chairman, was severely
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damaged by fire in 1994. Currently, the fire-
fighters who protect the fort's childcare center,
family housing, and high-technology research
centers. Live in and operate out of a house-
trailer that does not provide minimum essential
operational and living requirements.

The committee also recognized the need to
upgrade some housing facilities at Fort Mon-
mouth that had not, other than roof and win-
dow replacements, had any major moderniza-
tions in 50 years. The importance of such im-
provements really cannot be underestimated.
Modemizing and preserving infrastructure
must be done not only to ensure our military
personnel live in safe environments, but to en-
sure they receive, in exchange for their serv-
ice, the finest possible quality of life benefits—
and along those lines | am pleased to see the
committee included a 2.8-percent pay raise for
military personnel.

Mr. Chairman, like the military construction
and personnel sections, the other paris of the
bill were well thought out and developed.
Funding for the operations and maintenance
section is at an appropriate level—a fact |
know to be of importance to Fort Monmouth,
where CECOM—the Communications and
Electronics Command—the Army's leader in
communications and electronics research,
continues to do cutting edge work.

Mr. Chairman, | intend to vote for this bill
and urge my colleagues to do the same.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. McKEON], a very valuable
member of our committee,

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 1119, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. I
thank the gentleman from South Caro-
lina [Mr, SPENCE], the chairman, and
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DELLUMS], the ranking member, for
their work in bringing this product to
the floor.

1 would like to use my time to dis-
cuss an issue of vital importance that
we will be considering as part of this
bill. This issue involves future produc-
tion of the B-2 Stealth bomber. A lot of
people think I am supportive of the B-
2 because it is built in my district and
simply is my responsibility to provide
jobs for my constituents. While we all
know that jobs are important, this is
not my motivation. At one time it was,
but the more I have learned about the
B-2 and its importance to our defense,
the more supportive I have become of
this plane.

1 think we need to look beyond the
short term, beyond the issue of jobs in
our districts, beyond the next election.
We need to look down the road 30 or 40
years from now. What kind of world
will our children and our grandchildren
live in during the year 2020 or 20307
Who will our adversaries be? We can
speculate on the answer to these ques-
tions, but we must also be prepared to
defend our national security against
whatever happens in the future.

The B-2 bomber is cutting-edge tech-
nology that is one of the cornerstones
of our future national defense strategy.
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Could our future leaders depend on T0-
or 80-year-old B-52's to defend our in-
terests 30 years from now? I do not
think so. Since World War 1, every
time we cut the defense budget, every
time we cut back, we have had to re-
build again at a cost both financial and
at great loss of human life. While the
B-2 was conceived during the cold war,
it is not a cold war weapon. Instead, it
is a deterrent. And it is deterrence that
helped us win the cold war and guard
our Nation from the threat of outside
aggression.

We will have ample opportunity to
debate the B-2 as this bill is consid-
ered. We must remember, however,
that we have already cut 18 Army divi-
sions down to 10 and 24 fighter wings
down to 13 since Desert Storm, and we
are reducing the presence of U.S. forces
overseas. Authorizing the production of
additional B-2's will allow the United
States to compensate for these and
other reductions and deter future ag-
gression.

I respectfully urge defeat of the Del-
lums amendment and passage of this
Defense Authorization Act.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. RYUN], world record holder in the
mile event.

(Mr. RYUN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. RYUN. Mr. Chairman, as a fresh-
man member of the Committee on Na-
tional Security, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1119, the fiscal year 1998 Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. Al-
though hampered by a limited budget,
this bill funds quality of life initia-
tives, modernization efforts and re-
forms to increase efficiency, and cut
waste in the Defense Department.

Unfortunately, the President's re-
quest for military construction, which
includes family housing, was 16 percent
below current spending levels. This
bill, however, adds $750 million to his
request. Fort Riley and Fort Leaven-
worth, which are in the Second District
of Kansas, are historic posts that were
built over 100 years ago to help open
and expand the American frontier.
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Unfortunately, many of the buildings
at the post date from the era when
General Custer left Fort Riley to ride
off to the Little Big Horn battle. Cor-
roding pipes, lead paint, aging plumb-
ing and electrical systems are some of
the problems plaguing these struc-
tures. It is simply not right to require
our service men and women to live and
work in these conditions. The Com-
mittee on National Security recognizes
this situation and has made military
construction a priority in the bill be-
fore us today.

Finally, the committee addressed an
issue that I believe in, a very impor-
tant one, and that is the issue of active
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duty end strength. It maintains our
current force levels, and I believe these
levels are necessary to carry out our
national security requirements and to
be able to fight two nearly simulta-
neous major theater wars.

I am strongly opposed to further cuts
in the military personnel. Why am I so
concerned about the number of soldiers
in today's Army? Well, I hope these
facts will have the impact on my col-
leagues that they have had on me.

Today's Army is the smallest active
force since 1939. It is at the highest op-
erations tempo since the Vietnam war.
From 1950 through 1989 the United
States has engaged in 10 deployments.
Since 1990 we have deployed 27 times
just in the Army.

We have asked the Army to do more
with less over these past 7 years and
their performance has been excep-
tional, but as deployments continue to
go up and the size and funding con-
tinues to go down, I am concerned that
we will reach a breaking point and that
our readiness and retention will suffer.

I urge support. I believe this is a
great measure for the country and I
hope all my colleagues will vote for it.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas, [Ms. GRANGER], a new Member
of this body, the former mayor of Fort
Worth, who is doing a great job.

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 1119,
the defense authorization bill. My sup-
port comes primarily because H.R. 1119
reverses the dangerous decline in de-
fense spending that past Congresses
have imposed on America’s soldiers,
sailors, airmen, and marines in recent
years.

The United States still boasts the
finest Armed Forces in the world, but
in recent years we have made our mili-
tary the bill payer for every other
function of government. Over the past
decade, domestic discretionary spend-
ing and entitlement spending have in-
creased over 20 percent in today's dol-
lars. Our Army, Navy, Air Force, and
Marines have paid the price for this ex-
pansion.

As measured in 1998 dollars, defense
spending has declined every year since
1985, so that we are spending 37 percent
less on defense than we did that year.
As measured as a percentage of gross
domestic product, defense spending has
fallen to its lowest level since Pearl
Harbor.

This decrease in defense spending has
also endangered vital procurement
needs. We, as a nation, are spending
only one third the amount on procure-
ment as we did a decade ago. As our
military has had to endure this forced
procurement holiday, much-needed
modernization has been constantly de-
layed.

The Air Force, for example, has been
forced to rely on an air superiority
fighter, the F-15, which features tech-
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nology developed in the 1960's and
1970’s. The rest of the world has been
able to catch up with American air su-
periority, and the price which will ulti-
mately be paid if we do not recapture
our overwhelming edge, is the lives of
our men and women in uniform, lives
which will be spared if we in Congress
make the courageous decision to invest
in state-of-the-art technology.

I am a strong supporter of H.R. 1119
because it does begin to reverse the
dangerous decline in military spending.
H.R. 1119 recognizes that we need to
continue to invest in state-of-the-art
technology which will keep our superi-
ority on the battlefield alive, state-of-
the-art technology like the F-22
Raptor. Slated to replace the aging F-
15, this fighter combines stealth, super-
cruise and advanced avionics into its
design and will help preserve our over-
whelming edge in the skies, an edge
that has prevented the death by enemy
aircraft of our ground troops.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. JONES].

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would
also like to thank the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE] and the
gentleman from California [Mr. DEL-
LUMS] for their leadership on H.R. 1119.

Mr. Chairman, I have the privilege of
representing four military bases in
eastern North Carolina. As a member
of the Committee on National Secu-
rity, I feel doubly responsible to make
sure that our service men and women
are well equipped and trained to fight
the right fight.

But, Mr. Chairman, I have to ques-
tion if after 3 years of United States
troop involvement in Bosnia, if it is
not time to bring our troops home. 1 do
not believe that the fall of the Berlin
Wall meant that the United States had
to become the world’s police force.

We have spent, Mr. Chairman, $7.5
billion to put out the fires of Bosnia.
Our job is done, yet each time an exit
strategy is planned, someone in the ad-
ministration cries foul.

Mr. Chairman, enough is enough. The
Constitution states that Congress
alone shall raise and maintain the Na-
tion’s Armed Forces. Later today we
will be debating the Hilleary amend-
ment. By supporting the Hilleary
amendment, Congress can finally take
action to assure the safe and orderly
withdrawal of United States troops
from Bosnia.

America has met its commitment to
Bosnia. It is time to bring our troops
home.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, [Mr. CUNNINGHAM], our Top Gun
fighter pilot.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, it
was very difficult to leave the Com-
mittee on National Security to go on
the Committee on Appropriations.
While I served there, even though we
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differed in great amounts, I think there
was only one time we came to clash,
when I thought I was being dealt with
unfairly, but we have since resolved
that with my friend., the gentleman
from California [Mr. DELLUMS], and the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
SPENCE], a great chairman, and I think
they have done just about everything
they can do with a budget in a bipar-
tisan way.

But I would say, Mr. Chairman, this
budget today, we are going to get
American men and women killed. Men
and women are going to die on the bat-
tlefield. They will not be trained and
they are not equipped properly because
of this budget.

I am going to support this budget be-
cause I feel they have done everything
they can with every ounce and every
dollar that they can. Are they well
equipped? No. Let me give my col-
leagues some examples.

Before we trained to go to Vietnam
and Desert Storm we had F-16's to
train us against Mig 29’s, Mig 31's, SU-
27's, SU-35's. We do not have those any-
more. We do not have the dollars to in-
vest in our adversary programs. They
are gone.

We have post Vietnam A-4's and F-5's
to compete with.

Captain O'Grady, when we talk about
training, Captain O'Grady that was
shot down in Bosnia, Mr. Chairman, he
was not even trained in ACM, that is
air combat maneuvering, because the
money was not available to do that.
That is a crime. We send our men and
women to war and we do not even have
the dollars to qualify them and train
them.

When we say the cold war is over,
look what the threat is. The SU-27 is
far superior to our F-14's and F-15's.
True. We do not have parity. Our last
airplanes we bought, the F-14 and 15,
are 25 years old. The AA-12 missile
that the SU-27 carries is far superior to
our AMRAAM. That puts our kids be-
hind the power curve and is going to
mean their death. The F-22, which is
stealthy, the F-18, and, yes, the B-2
which is stealthy, will keep our men
and women alive, but yet there are
amendments to cut that.

We need to do more, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. PICKETT], my distin-
guished colleague.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time, and I rise in support of the bill.

The bill that is reported by the Com-
mittee on National Security is one
that does a good job in balancing rec-
ognized necessary modernization, end
strength and quality of life issues for
our people.

As a member of the Subcommittee on
Military Research and Development, I
was very concerned about the techno-
logical effort that we are making to
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make sure that our forces have a tech-
nological edge in any battle that they
might be called into. I think I can reas-
sure everyone here that the investment
accounts that we maintain to ensure
those basic research and development
activities have been fully funded.

We must remember that in this budg-
et we are not providing money for any
contingencies. So if our forces are
called to go and carry out any activi-
ties outside of their normal training
routine, then this has to come out of
their training funds, and an unlevel
funding stream is one of the things
that is very disruptive for our military.
I hope we can avoid this in the future,
because we find that our military is
taking money out of the maintenance
and training accounts to do contin-
gency operations, and they are not get-
ting these monies reimbursed in time
to keep a level stream of funding for
their regular activities.

In the research and development
area, Mr. Chairman, I believe that a
great deal has been done in the missile
defense program, particularly with the
theater missile defense and also in
bringing on line the required funding
for our national missile defense.

Recapitalizing our forces is an abso-
lute necessity. We have to modernize
our weapon systems and make sure
that we are prepared for the events of
the future. Capital items like ships and
submarines are expensive, but they are
long-lead items. It takes a long time to
get them repaired, built, and oper-
ational. We have to make certain that
these are available and that we have
the very latest models so that our
forces can he successful on the field of
battle in the future.

The tactical Air Force program is
one that I believe we have done a great
deal to straighten out in this bill, and
I think that it will ensure air perform-
ance and air superiority for our forces.

Mr. Chairman, the most important
thing that we have to think about are
our people, and the people are the key
to a successful military. There has
been an undue amount of turbulence
among our people in the military. They
are concerned about health care, they
are concerned about housing, they are
concerned about other benefits like the
military resale system. And with the
increasing operations tempo and per-
sonnel tempo, we know that they are
being called upon to do more and more
with less and less.

So I think of all the things that we
do here today, trying to make certain
that we have adequate provision to
make sure that our military people and
their families are taken care of is one
of the most important things that we
will be doing.

1 believe that the health care issue is
one that we have to make certain that
we fulfill our commitments on. The
housing issue for our families is one
that we may need to ensure that they
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have housing that is adequate and de-
cent in the communities where they
are required to live. And we should
maintain all the other programs that
are set up to supplement the income of
our military members and to make
their lives as nearly normal as can be
with those of our other government
employees.

Mr. Chairman, this bill is one that I
think we can all live with in the fu-
ture, one that will be a step in the
right direction in providing a balanced
program for our military, and I look
forward to the other Members of our
body here supporting this very reason-
able bill that 1 think does a good job
for our military people.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield
myself 4 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, it is difficult in times
of peace, or what people perceive as a
time of peace, to prepare for war. Dur-
ing the cold war and other times it was
not difficult to point out to our people
the perils we faced in a very hostile
world, and so, therefore, it was not dif-
ficult to sustain a robust defense budg-
et.

In times of peace, people naturally
ask, What is the threat? Why do we
need a robust? We need it because, as
someone said a long time ago, if we fail
to prepare, we prepare to fail. I think it
was Benjamin Franklin.

History has shown that we continue
to commit the same sins. After every
war we always say, this is the end of
conflict. The gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. SISISKY] referred to it in his re-
marks earlier today. Around the end of
World War II, we disbanded in a head-
long way the greatest military that the
world has ever known. We came back
home, and tried to get on with our Na-
tion’s business.

But we cannot control conflict. Who
would have predicted Korea at the end
of World War II? We were caught un-
prepared for Korea. We were, as the
gentleman from  California [Mr.
HUNTER] said, pushed all over the Ko-
rean peninsula.

And, incidentally, we did not win in
Korea. We had an armistice. We drew a
line and tried to recoup and let it go at
that.
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Then the same thing again, in Viet-
nam. It is not a matter of if we will
have another war, it is just when it is
going to be and where it is going to be.
And our peril and the peril of all our
citizens is great.

I might say that I believe the pri-
mary duty of any central Federal Gov-
ernment is to do those things for peo-
ple they cannot do for themselves or
that local government cannot do. And
national defense is the Federal Govern-
ment’s primary responsibility. If we
are not strong and do not have a de-
fense that can protect our freedoms
they can be plundered away.
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I am reminded of the gospel accord-
ing to Mark, when Jesus admonished
the crowd, that *no one can enter a
strong man’s house and plunder his
property without first tying up the
strong man that indeed the house can
be plundered.”

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to my distinguished

colleague from Florida, [Mrs. THUR-
MAN].
Mrs. THURMAN. Mr. Chairman, I

thank the gentleman from California
[Mr. DeLLUMS] for yielding me the
time.

1 really stand here today because,
Mr. Chairman, I really want to high-
light and commend the gentleman
from California [Mr. DELLUMS] and the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
SPENCE] for including in this com-
mittee bill a study of a proposal that I
introduced to expand the national
mail-order pharmacy program to all
Medicare-eligible military retirees.
This mail-order program would ensure
the availability of an eligible phar-
macy benefit for all eligible bene-
ficiaries regardless of their geographic
location.

Unfortunately, the program today
does not include the vast majority of
our Nation's Medicare-eligible military
retirees. That is why on June 3, I intro-
duced legislation H.R. 1773 to expand
the mail-order program to all our Na-
tion's Medicare-eligible military retir-
ees. This measure is supported by both
the Air Force Sergeants Association
and the Army Retirement Council.

Mr. Chairman, one of the greatest
hardships Medicare-eligible military
retirees face is the inability to obtain
prescription drugs at reasonable prices.
While Congress has authorized a mail-
order pharmacy program and allowed
retirees near designated base closure
areas to participate, hundreds of thou-
sands of other brave retired servicemen
and women will be locked out unless
action is taken.

In 1993, Congress unanimously af-
firmed in the National Defense Author-
ization Act that members and former
members of the uniformed services
should have access under the health
care delivery system of the uniformed
services regardless of age. I could not
agree more. The DOD has an implied
moral commitment to provide this care
to all military beneficiaries.

Mr. Chairman, let us not just make
this a study; let us make it a reality.
By supporting the expansion of the
mail-order program, we can send a
clear message that the passage of time
does not erase either the service that
our military retirees gave nor our Gov-
ernment’s obligation to their well-
being.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado [Mr. HEFLEY].

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, just to
continue to emphasize what I spoke to
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earlier, and that is that we have got
young Americans in over 40 countries
of the world housed, in many occa-
sions, in quarters that are Third World
conditions or in some cases worse than
Third World conditions.

Now, we can say that we understand
that when we deploy people in 40 na-
tions of the world, when they are em-
ployed, it may not be the best living
conditions. But when we have them in
the United States, it is shameful,
shameful for us not to provide decent
living conditions for our young men
and women in the services.

My colleague, the gentleman from
California [Mr. DELLUMS] was a ma-
rine. The Marine Corps is 40 years be-
hind in modernizing their living facili-
ties, their dormitories, their barracks,
and their family housing. Forty years.
They are the worst of any of the serv-
ices.

In fact, I had lunch the other day
with the Commandant of the Marines;
and I said, **What is the matter with
you guys? Don't you care about that
aspect of this?”’ And he said, “Of course
we do. But they struggle to get through
the process over in the Pentagon.”

What we try to do in this bill is take
care of this shame. What we try to do
in this bill is to provide, and about 60
percent of all the money that we are
putting into the adds that we are put-
ting into this bill in military construc-
tion go to take care of the shameful-
ness of the way we are making some of
these people live. We cannot get there
from here just with MILCON dollars.
We use maintenance dollars. We use
initiative force, privatization, and all
kinds of things. But if we do not have
the MILCON dollars too, we never get
there from here.

Mr. Chairman, the ranking member
and the chairman have been awfully
good to help us toward this goal be-
cause I think they see this as an impor-
tant goal, too. But let us not forget
this when we are dealing with this bill.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to my distinguished
colleague, the gentleman form Mary-
land [Mr. HOYER].

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time.

I have been listening to this debate
for about 1 hour and 45 minutes here on
the floor, and I-have some specifics
that I can reference and I will revise
and extend and include those.

But I rise, Mr. Chairman, because we
talk about specific items. I want to fol-
low up on the comments of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina [Mr.
SPENCE].

I am one of those who believes that
both sides of the aisle are putting at
risk defense. One side of the aisle ar-
gues that we need tax cuts. I would
like to have tax cuts. The other side,
my side, argues that we must pay at-
tention to domestic priorities. My view
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is that our Nation will not be strong no
matter how much defense we have if we
do not pay attention to domestic prior-
ities.

This Nation is the wealthiest nation
on the face of the Earth. Yet, I tell my
friends on both sides of the aisle that
we are reducing the portion of our GDP
that we spend on both defense and do-
mestic priorities since the 1950’s. I say
to my friends that they ought to listen
to the gentleman from South Carolina
[Mr. SPRATT]. It is not the Democrats
who are trying to undermine defense
and, in my opinion, not the Repub-
licans. But other priorities are driving
us to not pay attention to one of the
primary responsibilities the Nation
has, and that is ensuring the defense of
its people.

All of us know that the United States
is unique in the world in that the rest
of the world looks to us to maintain
international security. Is that fair?
Perhaps not. Is it reality? Quite obvi-
ously.

We will have some debates on with-
drawing from Bosnia. I was one of
those, as so many of my colleagues
know, for deploying troops to Bosnia.
Why? Because genocide was occurring
in Bosnia. And we stood silent in the
1930°s and we did not in the 1980’s and
the 1990’s, and for that America is a
better place and there is more security
in the world.

I say to the chairman and I say to
the ranking member that their prior-
ities are right for America, both do-
mestic and defense, we need to pursue
those and stand up for those.

| rise in support of this bill to authorize $268
billion for critical defense needs in fiscal 1998.

The spending level in this bill mirrors the
budget resolution. As a co-chair of the Na-
tional Security Caucus, | believe this rep-
resents the minimum we should spend on our
national defense.

| believe Chairman SPENCE was correct in
his statement to the press that “This bill main-
tains the committee’s long-standing sense of
urgency over restoring a proper balance
among readiness, quality of life, modemiza-
tion, innovation, and reform.”

| will speak later in opposition to the addi-
tional reform package that the committee lead-
ership hopes to add that contains a misguided
40-percent cut in our acquisition work force.

But, at this time, | want to commend them
for what is in the bill before us:

A 2.8-percent military pay raise.

The $1.3 billion for procurement of 12 FA-
18 E/F's and $425 million for continued R and
D—however, | regret that the President's re-
quest for $2.1 billion for 20 planes was not
fully funded.

The $2.6 billion for the first of four new at-
tack submarines and $154 million to complete
the third Seawolf submarine.

The $661 million for procurement of seven
V-22 Ospreys.

Advance procurement funds for LPD-18,
the second in this new class of amphibious
ships.

As a member of the Military Construction
Appropriations Subcommittee, | also want to
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commend Chairman HEfFLEY for his work on
authorizing $9.1 billion for military construc-
tion.

| commend the committee for funding these
DOD and Navy priorities and for addressing
important Maryland needs.

| hope that we will pass the bill without un-
wise amendments like the acquisition work
force cut.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. WELDON].

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I rise again to pay tribute
to both the chairman and the ranking
member and the appropriate sub-
committee leaders and also to follow
up on the comments of my good friend,
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
HOYER].

My colleague makes a good state-
ment that defense has always been a
bipartisan issue in this city, and it still
is today. We have all acknowledged
that the success of enduring what has
been a very difficult pattern of cuts
over the past 5 years has basically been
provided by both Democrats and Re-
publicans. It is not something that we
on the Republican side take credit for.
In fact, I think many of our disagree-
ments are more between this institu-
tion and the White House than it is be-
tween Republicans and Democrats in
this body.

Now we are criticized the last several
years for our add-ons. We are told that
we were putting money that was not
needed by the troops, by the chiefs.
What we heard this year, Mr. Chair-
man, were requests by the chiefs for $20
billion of additional program needs
that were not requested by the admin-
istration.

Every one of us who serves as a
chairman of a subcommittee or rank-
ing member was visited by all the serv-
ices saying these are absolute prior-
ities. But Mr. Chairman, it was not
limited to the service chiefs. We had
the administration come back to us,
the President, after criticizing us for
increasing funding for national missile
defense for 3 straight years, and say to
us this year, we made a mistake, we
want you to provide $2.3 billion of addi-
tional money for national missile de-
fense.

We had to find $474 million this year
above what the President asked for be-
cause the President said we need more
money for missile defense. The Presi-
dent said we had needed to fund a high
energy laser program for Israel's pro-
tection called THEL. Yet the President
never gave us a dollar amount.

We had to beg the Army on the day of
the markup to give us a figure. We are
finally able to arrive at a $38 million
figure even though the administration
had told us last year it was their No. 1
priority when, in fact, the facts did not
bear out the rhetoric.

Mr. Chairman, our bill is based on
the threat. We are not saying we want
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to recreate the cold war, but we know
what is happening in Russia. We see
the demise of the conventional forces
in Russia; and with that demise, we see
a heightened reliance on strategic of-
fensive weapons.

Just a year ago, in January, the Rus-
sian long-range ICBM's were out on full
alert. Boris Yeltsin himself announced
publicly that he had activated the
black box because of a Norwegian rock-
et launch to detect weather conditions.

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is reality.
There have been numerous records of
threats from Russia of missile mate-
rial. We have the evidence of
accelerometers and gyroscopes going
from Russia to Iraq which were used
for long-range ICBM's. We were told by
the intelligence community that no
one would deploy a system that would
threaten our troops because we would
see it tested first.

Yet just 1 month ago, as reported in
every major international media,
North Korea fully deployed the No
Dong missile system after one test.
That No Dong missile system, with the
range of 1,300 kilometers, now poses a
real risk that we cannot defend against
to every one of our troops in Japan,
South Korea, and Okinawa. That is
what this bill is about.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5%
minutes.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, we
come to the end of general debate on a
very important and substantive mat-
ter, the defense authorization for fiscal
year 1998. 1 listened carefully during
the general debate, and I would like to
make a couple of comments, first to
my distinguished colleague from South
Carolina, [Mr. SPENCE]. I listened very
carefully to his most recent remarks.

I would suggest that, Mr. Chairman,
when one argues that our national de-
fense is the most important or the only
responsibility of the Federal Govern-
ment, I would challenge that assertion.
My reading of the Preamble to the Con-
stitution is as follows:

We, the people of the United States, in
order to form a more perfect Union, establish
justice, ensure domestic tranquility, provide
for the common defense, promote the general
welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty
for ourselves and our posterity, do ordain
and establish this Constitution for the
United States of America.

[ 1600

My read of that is that the founding
persons of this country establishing
this Constitution did not say national
defense was the No. 1 or most impor-
tant. It gave equal weight to all of
these functions, which is precisely why
I argue that in the context of this post
cold war environment, we must now
begin to shape the parameters of the
debate to move us to a new national se-
curity agenda that brings equal weight
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to what the founding persons envi-
sioned and established in the Constitu-
tion.

That is why a vibrant and healthy
economy is important. We do not fight
battles simply with military capa-
bility. We fight battles also with our
economy. The extent to which it is
healthy and vibrant is an integral part
of our national security strategy.

An enlightened and informed, well-
trained, well-educated citizenry capa-
ble of engaging the economic and civic
institutions of our Nation is what
makes us different, is what makes us a
democracy. Informed and enlightened
citizens who can engage makes this
country a democracy. It is not just
about national defense as part of the
national security strategy. The people
and the children and the children’s
children are an integral part of that.

Mr. Chairman, when I talked about
an engaged foreign policy, an enlight-
ened society should be attempting to
prevent war. Only a fool wants to
march off to war if it is not necessary.
The way we prevent war is to address
the issues that create war. People be-
come violent and angry when we vio-
late their personhood, when we violate
their capacity to function, impact
their Government, when they are vic-
tims of human rights violations, when
they are hungry and malnourished,
when there is no economic develop-
ment. That is what generates wars.

So our foreign policy is also a part of
our national security strategy.

A number of times I heard the quote,
“If you don’t understand the past,
you're doomed to repeat the failures of
the past.”

Mr. Chairman, as we downsize this
budget in the context of the post cold
war, 1 would assert that we have
learned from the past. Our military
fighters who come before the com-
mittee are not asserting that we have a
hollow force. We learned from the past.
We are now gradually downsizing. None
of the CINCs who came before us, none
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, none of the
Secretaries of Defense have suggested
that we have a hollow force. I would
suggest that no person credibly can as-
sert that at this moment.

Every one of our military people
have come before us and said we have
the greatest fighting force in history
on the Planet Earth. When this coun-
try went to war in the context of the
Persian Gulf, what did the President of
the United States then say? We were
going to fight the fourth largest army
on the face of the Earth, and within
hours we annihilated them with our in-
credible military and technological su-
periority and capability. The American
people watched us wage war on CNN
with smart missiles and smart bombs
that went down Broadway, turned left
and dropped into 1052. People may not
know it, but we have even greater tech-
nology at this moment than we had
when we fought in the Persian Gulf.
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When we talk about history, that
sounds good as a 30-second soundbite,
but the reality is we are not in a hol-
low force, we are not repeating the
past. Remembering the past in World
War I, World War II, we failed in the
League of Nations, we failed in the
international arena, but at this point,
the last times we have gone to war,
how did we go to war? We went to war
with coalitions, we went to war with
alliances. We have learned from the
past. It is counterintuitive to every-
thing we know that we will go it alone
in the world. The world has changed,
Mr. Chairman, and that is the reality.

1 just wanted to assert that, to put it
in the RECORD. Maybe over the next 4
days we can elaborate. I look forward
to a vigorous and intelligent and in-
formed debate.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from South Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, it never
ceases to amaze me that our Maker en-
dowed us as human beings with minds
that can look at the same set of facts
or view history and arrive at conclu-
sions 180 degrees apart from one an-
other. As a fact of life, I guess people
have been debating since the very be-
ginning of time. This is one of the most
amazing things that we deal with, here,
and it makes our interchanges back
and forth here all the more interesting
every day.

I happen to be a person with a more
conservative viewpoint on life. Those
of more liberal mind come to much dif-
ferent conclusions on many issues than
this gentleman. The fact is that this
country of ours has provided our people
with more of the material things in life
and other freedoms in life, too, than
any nation in the history of mankind.
People in other parts of the world can-
not believe what we have. That is why
we see other people around the world
now shedding their shackles and trying
to adopt our way of life.

As T travel around the world and
meet other people in other places, they
are always asking me, how we can do
these things for our people? They are
amazed at what we do. Our domestic
spending has increased while the de-
fense budget has been steadily going
down, to its lowest levels since the Ko-
rean war.

I repeat that I am not saying that we
should increase defense at the expense
of providing our people with other
things. Those things are important. In
fact, that is why 1 want to defend this
country. What good is it to have our
freedoms we if we are not free or alive
to enjoy them? That is the only point
I am making.

As Jesus referred to in the parable I
mentioned earlier, your House gets
plundered when you tie up a strong
man. I do not want to tie up this strong
man.
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Mr. GEPHARDT. Mr. Chairman, | rise today
to urge my colleagues to support this
burdensharing amendment, which | am proud
to have co-authored. This amendment seeks
to continue the progress we made last year in
embarking on a comprehensive approach to
achieving more participation by our allies in
our common defense. A virtually identical
amendment was adopted by the House last
year by a vote of 353 to 62; | hope that we
can again demonstrate our resolve this year in
obtaining greater burdensharing by our allies.

Since the beginning of the cold war, the
United States has contributed trillions of dol-
lars to the defense of the West. As we all
know, the people of the United States accept-
ed this burden willingly, because we under-
stood after two world wars that the defense of
Europe was essential to the stability of the
West and the security of America.

Since the end of the cold war, many of us
have called on our allies to accept a greater
share of the burden toward our mutual de-
fense. With the demise of the Soviet Union,
we knew that our military infrastructure in Eu-
rope could be reduced and our allies could be
expected to perform more significant roles in
their own—and our common—defense.

Beginning in 1992, | joined others in Con-
gress in offering the first burdensharing
amendments of the post-cold war period. We
called for a reduction in the number of U.S.
troops stationed overseas, and urged the ad-
ministration to seek greater financial contribu-
tions from our allies to support the U.S. pres-
ence. And we achieved some success, par-
ticularly with our Asian allies.

But burdensharing by our allies should not
simply consist of digging deeper into their
treasuries to pay for a U.S. troop presence, for
American soldiers are not mercenaries. In-
stead, we must demand that our allies bear
more of the roles, risks and responsibilities of
full partners in regional security, whether it be
in Europe, Asia or elsewhere. With the likeli-
hood of global nuclear confrontation declining
and the risks to the United States itself re-
duced, Americans should no longer be ex-
pected to bear an inordinate share of the de-
fense burden.

To achieve this goal, last year my col-
leagues and | altered our strategy to achieve
increased allied burdensharing. For the first
time, we sought a comprehensive, long-range
approach with the view that other nations
should take more concrete actions, and that
the administration can work harder to achieve
our objectives.

First, our legislation called on the President
to seek increases in allied burdensharing in
four areas: additional host nation financial sup-
port, increased defense expenditures to sup-
port the common defense, greater participation
in multinational military operations like United
Nations peacekeeping or the NATO Bosnia
operation, and a larger share of foreign assist-
ance worldwide. It also provided the President
with certain authorities to use as leverage in
seeking these increases.

Second, it broadened U.S. burdensharing
efforts by seeking allied actions beyond simply
providing contributions to the payment of costs
incurred by the U.S. Government for stationing
personnel overseas. This will contribute sub-
stantially to a more far-reaching, long-term
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goal of promoting responsibility-sharing rather
than just cash payments, by our allies.

Third, it avoided the limited approach of pre-
vious legislation which required reductions in
U.S. forces stationed overseas if our allies
failed to increase their burdensharing contribu-
tions. Instead, it provided proper incentives to
achieve greater burdensharing by our allies,
and it initiated the necessary and substantive
analysis that will enable Congress to take uni-
lateral action—if necessary—in the future.

In promoting greater burdensharing, this
amendment also sought to save taxpayer dol-
lars. That's why several citizens groups, in-
cluding Citizens Against Government Waste,
Taxpayers for Common Sense, and The Con-
cord Coalition, heartily endorsed our initiative.

With agreement by the Senate and enact-
ment by the President, our burdensharing pro-
vision became law last September and we re-
ceived the Defense Department's first
burdensharing report required by the legisla-
tion in March of this year. The report notes
that our allies are performing well in one of the
areas of the areas of concern specified in the
measure—increased  foreign  assistance
spending—but notes that serious deficiencies
remain in others. For example, the report
states that:

We are concerned about current and pro-
spective levels of defense spending in Europe,
and continue to urge our allies to maintain
defense budgets at appropriate levels and re-
verse negative trends in spending.

As the Defense Department has acknowl-
edged, our comprehensive burdensharing
agenda is making progress in achieving great-
er efforts by our allies. But we must do more.
That's why | believe we must renew our com-
prehensive approach again this year—and
demonstrate to both our allies and the admin-
istration that we are serious about getting
other nations to contribute their fair share to
our common defense. Vote for this important
amendment.

Mr. VENTO. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
opposition to the defense authorization bill and
the rule under which it is being considered.
There was a time when this Chambers' walls
rang with debate on the important issues fac-
ing our great Nation. Not long ago, the de-
fense authorization bill, the source of nearly
half of all the discretionary spending in the
Federal budget, was considered under an
open rule. The present rule fails to offer much
of any opportunity for Members of Congress
outside of the National Security Commiitee
and the defense appropriators to influence and
impact the defense authorization process. The
committee has asked for $2.6 billion beyond
the President's request for a total defense au-
thorization of $268.2 billion. Yet, discourse
today has disappointedly been reduced to es-
sentially a rubber stamp. Curlailing debate to
preapproved topics guarantees that the press-
ing issues before us are not discussed, much
less resolved. We are squandering the oppor-
tunity to restructure our military during a pe-
riod in which the United States faces no cred-
ible threat or military equal. We should be en-
gaging in the comprehensive discussion of de-
fense strategy and force siructure necessary
to prepare us for the uncertain challenges of
tomorrow.

Change seems to be the buzzword of the
upcoming century. Wherever one tums,
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change is emphasized. Unfortunately, the bill
offered by the House National Security Com-
mittee neither reflects nor embraces change.
This bill focuses on keeping what existed rath-
er than addressing in a serious manner, how
U.S. military policy should move forward. The
committee simply decided to retain as much of
the cold war assumptions within the context of
the authorization measure, as much at least
as this military budget will allow. For example,
H.R. 1119 continues funding for major weap-
ons programs that were specifically designed
for use against a military configuration and
challenge that collapsed with the dissolution of
the Soviet Union. Yet, it keeps us in the race
to design and fund weapons systems, which
responds to a measuring stick which continues
to be whether or not our weapons can out-
perform their Russian counterparts. No one,
including Pentagon officials, holds privileged
insight into the security and political landscape
of tomorrow, but | would advance that the
world will not require the identical military ca-
pabilities that characterized cold war strate-
gies. H.R. 1119 dangerously and wastefully
assumes that our long term future will resem-
ble our recent past.

H.R. 1119 includes an additional $331 mil-
lion for advance procurement of the B-2
stealth bomber beyond the 21 aircraft pre-
viously authorized. Yet, the Department of De-
fense's [DOD] 1995 heavy bomber force study
concluded that a fleet of only 20 B-2 stealth
bombers would be adequate to meet any cur-
rent or future threats against the United
States. And both the Secretary of Defense
and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
support this conclusion, adding that the high
cost of additional B-2 bombers will require the
retirement of forces with greater overall capa-
bility and the misuse of funds to achieve this
purpose. Secretary Cohen stated that “the dis-
advantages far outweigh the advantages of
additional B—2s.” Arguments in favor of addi-
tional B-2 bombers stress that there will be no
substitute for long-range air power in the secu-
rity environment of tomorrow. | wholeheartedly
disagree, and would submit that we are enter-
ing an era in which the value of an education
and the investment in people has assumed as
much or more importance than a weapon.
What would make the American people feel
safer? Knowing that their government is build-
ing additional B—-2 bombers and constructing a
national defense missile system to thwart an
unlikely attack, or knowing that their children
will be able to attend college and that their
parents will receive the Social Security and
Medicare benefits they tirelessly worked for
over the years? This bill may increase the like-
lihood of victory on the battlefields of the 21st
century, but is it worth handicapping our
chances for success in the classroom? H.R.
1119 simply does not defend our genuine vital
interests.

The winners in this bill are clearly the weap-
ons manufacturers, whose programs the Pen-
tagon will continue to be forced fed. Weapons
manufacturers furthermore will continue to
benefit from and receive taxpayer financed
subsidies for merger-related costs which re-
sults in laid off workers and shut down plants.
Although, the DOD itself has admitted that it
can not directly attribute any savings to mili-
tary related industries restructuring, the Rules
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Committee rejected an amendment | sup-
ported that would have ensured that taxpayers
realize actual cost savings in the form of re-
duced contract prices before defense contrac-
tors are awarded subsidies. Apparently, ac-
countability and smart investment of taxpayer
dollars are not viewed as a required policy
path to the Rules Committee, which denied
the House the opportunity to discuss this
questionable program and practice of misusing
taxpayer dollars.

By realizing that our national defense re-
quires investment in people and not only the
weapons they operate, | am encouraged by
some provisions included in H.R. 1119. Capa-
ble weapons do not guarantee victory in and
of themselves; investment in personnel and
maintenance is equally important. Since 1989,
we have appropriately downsized the uni-
formed services by 25 percent while stepping
up the pace of operations abroad. The net re-
sult, familiar to so many Federal employees
these days, is that service members are asked
to do much more with less. By addressing
shortfalls in compensation, housing, and
health care, H.R. 1119 takes giant steps to-
ward improving the quality of life for U.S. serv-
ice members. Furthermore, these provisions
will also improve our ability to recruit high
quality personnel and enhance retention lev-
els. All new initiatives are intimately linked to
readiness and therefore bolster the safety of
our Nation.

National security in the next century will not
be confined to the national security establish-
ment per se. Accordingly, we must incorporate
other elements, such as diplomacy, sound
trade policies, and foreign assistance pro-
grams in any national security strategy. By
pursuing other policies outside the traditional
realm of military programs, we can proactively
shape our international environment to protect
our vital interests. More resources should be
diverted to minimizing the risks of the uncer-
tain security environment of the future. Yet,
despite the remarkable achievements of the
Nunn-Lugar program that has greatly acceler-
ated the safe dismantling, destruction, and
storage of thousands of nuclear warheads
once pointed at the United States, H.R. 1119
shamefully decreases program funding by
$97.5 million.

We must also make a concerted effort to
call on others around the globe that benefit
from our military's presence to take on greater
responsibility in matters of their own national
defense. American citizens are eager to reap
the rewards of the peace dividend they were
promised after the end of the cold war. With
so many domestic programs—quality housing,
affordable education, environmental protection,
and job training—suffering from inadeguate
funding, it is necessary that we hold the de-
fense budget to the same level of scrutiny, ac-
countability, and constraint that govern the ap-
propriations of other Federal programs. Our
Federal budget must adequately reflect the in-
tegral components of a national security strat-
egy—namely economic, educational, and envi-
ronmental security. | intend to vote no if this
measure H.R. 1119 is not substantially modi-
fied—it isn't just the dollar figure but the pro-
grams and policy path it commits us to—this
policy persists within the time warp of the cold
war when we need a military and defense pol-
icy for the 21st century.
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Mr. LAZIO of New York. Mr. Chairman,
today, as part of the Defense Authorization
Act, we are honoring those Americans who
served during the cold war.

With the collapse of the Soviet Union in
1991, a 46-year conflict between the Free
World and Soviet totalitarianism ended. Yet lit-
tle was said to acknowledge the close of this
momentous struggle. Perhaps because the
cold war was like no other conflict in our Na-
tion’s history, we have seemed slow to recog-
nize our debt to those who made victory pos-
sible.

We have passed a supreme test of our na-
tional character. This 46-year-long struggle
placed unprecedented burdens on our Nation.
We lived with the threat of a nuclear war that
could shatter the Earth's environment and de-
stroy civilization. We shouldered the awesome
responsibilities of standard-bearer for the Free
World. We sent our military personnel to the
far corners of the globe.

During the cold war, dedicated Americans,
in and out of uniform, rose to the long-term
challenge of protecting their democratic institu-
tions and the future of the Free World. Some
24 million soldiers, sailors, airmen, and ma-
rines served around the world. More than
100,000 lost their lives fighting communism in
Korea, Vietnam, and other foreign battle-
grounds.

Our intelligence personnel vigilantly mon-
itored our adversaries. Our diplomats held alli-
ances together, defused crises, and nego-
tiated treaties to limit the risk of nuclear war.
QOur scientists, engineers, and technicians
brought America's overwhelming technological
capabilities to our defense. And Americans of
all walks of life accepted the responsibilities of
world leadership and the risks of nuclear
war—and kept our economy growing and our
democratic institutions strong.

It is now time to recognize all Americans
who served during the long, demanding years
of the cold war. Because of them, our country
and the world can look ahead to a brighter fu-
ture, unclouded by fears of a nuclear holo-
caust or the triumph of totalitarianism.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, | rise
today in support of H.R. 1119. This is an im-
portant measure that makes positive steps to-
ward balancing budgetary constraints with de-
fense needs. | would like to thank Chairman
SPENCE and Congressman DELLUMS for their
assistance in dealing with issues of concern to
me and the people of Guam. | would also like
to thank Chairmen HEFLEY, BUYER, and BATE-
MAN for their leadership in the subcommittees
as we dealt with issues surrounding the bill.
Though | have some minor reservations re-
garding certain provisions of the authorization,
| am encouraged by the balance struck finan-
cially and within Defense Department prior-
ities.

As members of the House National Security
Committee, we and other Members of Con-
gress have realized, the quality of life for our
service men and women must be protected. |
am encouraged by measures in this bill that
serve to improve the quality of life for our
Armed Forces. First, a 2.8-percent pay raise
shows our commitment to the men and
women in uniform. The pay raise is badly
needed and will help to alleviate the disparity
between military and private sector pay. Sec-
ond, this measure recommends the use of a
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portion of funding allocated for family housing
improvements by the Air Force to be used at
Andersen AFB, Guam. As is the case with
other bases across the country and overseas,
family housing at Andersen is below stand-
ards. This important quality of life issue for
families stationed at Andersen can now be ad-
dressed.

| am grateful for the assistance of members
of the committee and their staff in including
two other important provisions. | have long
been concerned that my district, and other
U.S. territories, have not been given serious
consideration during Theater Missile Defense
planning and ultimately, National Missile De-
fense planning. | am encouraged by the co-
operation | received from Chairman WELDON
to ensure that this does not continue. While
Guam may be an unlikely target for any nation
that developed the capabilities and possessed
the will, the time to ensure proper protection
for the territories is now, during the develop-
ment phase, not when the United States is de-
ploying a system.

| also thank the members of the committee
for accepting my amendment concerning the
use of foreign workers for A~76 base oper-
ating contracting. This measure will help en-
sure that American citizens are not displaced
by foreign workers in the execution of this
competitive contracting assessment.

Mr. Chairman, | do have to express some
concern regarding a few items within the au-
thorization. First, | am sure | am not alone in
expressing disappointment that the bill does
not authorize funding for the construction of a
National Guard Readiness Center. This is of
grave concemn to me. The Guam Army Na-
tional Guard is the only guard unit that does
not have an armory. The Guam Guard uses
formerly abandoned construction company
barracks. The National Guard borrows space
from the Navy. The Navy Armory is over 10
miles from the guard training site. This causes
continually training delays and problems. Un-
fortunately, this type of situation does not
seem to be of concern to the National Guard
Bureau. | find it shocking that we broaden our
dependence on the guard yet cannot properly
equip them for training. Second, | am con-
cemed about misguided, jingoistic measures
which prohibit property from being conveyed
to a State-owned shipping company. This has
broad implications beyond the narrow con-
cerns of competitiveness between ports. In my
district, the local community has worked hard
to recover from the impacts of BRAC and this
action would be a further impediment to the
right of local determination of reuse plans best
for the community and their progress toward
full economic recovery.

Mr. Chairman, though there may be indi-
vidual concemns for each Member of this
House, | urge my colleagues to support this
measure and vote for H.R. 1119.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHATRMAN. All time for general
debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 169,
the committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute printed in the bill
is considered as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment and is consid-
ered as having been read.
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The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H.R. 1119

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the *““National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998"".
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;

TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DivisIONS.—This Act is organized into
three divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorizations.

(2) Division B—Military Construction Author-
izations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations and Other Au-
thorizations.

{b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table
of contents.

Sec. 3, Congressional defense committees de-
fined.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec, 101. Army.

Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps.

Sec. 103. Air Force.

Sec, 104. Defense-wide activities.

Sec. 105. Reserve components.

Sec. 106. Defense Inspector General.

Sec. 107. Chemical Demilitarization Program.

Sec. 108. Defense health programs.

Sec. 109. Defense Erport Loan Guarantee Pro-
gram.

Subtitle B—Other Matters
Limitation on obligation of funds for
the Seawolf Submarine program.
Report on annual budget submission
regarding the reserve components.
TITLE I—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 202. Amount for basic and applied re-
search.
203. Dual-use technology program.
Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
Manufacturing technology program.
Report on Strategic Environmental Re-
search and Development Program.
Tactical unmanned aerial vehicles.
Revisions to membership of and ap-
pointment authority for National
Ocean  Research Leadership
Council.
Muaintenance and repair of real prop-
erty at Air Force installations.
Expansion of eligibility for Defense
Exrperimental Program to Stimu-
late Competitive Research.
Limitation on use of funds for
adaption of Integrated Defensive
Electronic Countermeasures
(IDECM) program to F/A-18E/F
aircraft and A/V-8B aircraft.
Bioassay testing of veterans exrposed to
ionizing radiation during military
service.
Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense
Programs
231. Budgetary treatment of amounts re-
gquested for procurement for Bal-
listic Missile Defense programs.

Sec, 121,

Sec. 122.

Sec.

211.
212.

Sec.
Sec.

213.
214.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 215.

See. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec.
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232. Cooperative ballistic missile defense
program.

233. Deployment dates for core theater mis-
sile defense programs

234. Annual report on threat posed to the
United States by weapons of mass
destruction, ballistic missiles, and
cruise missiles.

235. Director of Ballistic Missile Defense
Organization.

236. Tactical high energy laser program.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding.

Sec. 302. Working capital funds.

Sec. 303. Armed Forces Retirement Home.

Sec. 304. Transfer from National Defense Stock-

pile Transaction Fund.

Refurbishment and installation of air

search radar.

Refurbishment of MI1-Al tanks.
Procurement and electronic commerce
technical assistance program.
Availability of funds for separation
pay for defense acquisition per-

sonnel.

Subtitle B—Military Readiness Issues

311. Erpansion of scope of quarterly readi-
ness reports.

312. Limitation on reallocation of funds
within operation and mainte-
nance appropriations.

313. Operation of prepositioned f[leet, Na-
tional Training Center, Fort
Irwin, California.

314. Prohibition of implementation of tiered
readiness system.

». 315. Reports on (ransfers from high-pri-
ority readiness appropriations.

316. Report on Chairman, Joint Chiefs of
Staff Erercise Program and Part-
nership for Peace program.

317. Quarterly reports on erecution of op-
eration and maintenance appro-
priations.

Subtitle C—Civilian Personnel

321. Pay practices when overseas teachers
transfer to general schedule posi-
tions.

322. Use of approved fire-safe accommoda-
tions by Government employees on
official business.

Subtitle D—Depot-Level Activities

331. Extension of authority for aviation de-
pots and naval shipyards to en-
gage in defense-related produc-
tion and services.

Exclusion of certain large mainte-
nance and repair projecls from
percentage limitation on con-
tracting for depot-level mainte-
nance.,

Restrictions on contracts for perform-
ance of depot-level maintenance
and repair at certain facilities.

Core logistics functions of Department
of Defense.

Centers of Industrial and Technical
Ezxcellence.

Personnel reductions, Army depots
participating in Army Workload
and Performance System.

Subtitle E—Environmental Provisions

Sec. 341. R nof ship terms for Stra-
tegic Environmental Research and
Development Program scientific
advisory board.

342. Amendments to authority to enter into
agreements with other agencies in
support of environmental tech-
nology certification.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 305.

306.
307,

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 308.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 332.

Sec. 333.

Sec. 334.

Sec. 335.

Sec. 336.

Sec.
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Sec. 343. Authorization to pay negotiated settle-
ment for environmental cleanup
at former Department of Defense
sites in Canada.

Sec. 344. Modifications of authority to store
and dispose of nondefense torxic
and hazardous materials.

Sec. 345. Revision of report requirement [for
Navy program to monitor ecologi-
cal effects of organotin.

Sec. 346. Partnerships for investment in innova-
tive environmental lechnologies.

Sec. 347. Pilot program to test an alternative
technology for eliminating solid
and liguid waste emissions during
ship operations.

Subtitle F—Commissaries and
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities

See. 361. Reorganization of laws regarding com-
missaries and exchanges and
other morale, welfare, and recre-
ation activities.

Merchandise and pricing requirements
for commissary stores.

Limitation on noncompetitive procure-
ment of brand-name commercial
items for resale in commissary
stores.

Transfer of jurisdiction over exchange,
commissary, and morale, welfare,
and recreation activities to Under
Secretary of Defense (Comp-
troller).

Public and private partnerships to
benefit morale, welfare, and recre-
ation activities.

Treatment of certain amounts received
by Defense Commissary Agency.

Authorized use of appropriated funds
for relocation of Navy Exchange
Service Command.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

Assistance to local educational agen-
cies that benefit dependents of
members of the Armed Forces and
Department of Defense civilian
employees.

Continuation of Operation Mongoose.

Inclusion of Air Force depot mainte-
nance as operation and mainte-
nance budget activity group.

Programs to commemorate 50th anni-
versary of Marshall Plan and Ko-
rean conflict.

Prohibition on use of Special Oper-
ations Command budget for base
operation support.

Continuation and erpansion of dem-
onstration program to identify
overpayments made to vendors.

Applicability of Federal printing re-
quirements to Defense Automated
Printing Service.

. 378. Base operations support for military

installations on Guam.
TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces

End strengths for active forces.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for reserves on active
duty in support of the Reserves.

End strengths for military technicians
(dual status).

Increase in number of members in cer-
tain grades authorized to serve on
active duty in support of the re-
serves.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Authorization of appropriations for
military personnel.

. 362.
Sec. 363.

Sec. 364.

Sec. 365.

366.
367.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 371.

372.
373.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 374.
Sec. 375.

Sec. 376.

. 377

. 401.

411.
412,

Sec.
Sec.

. 413.

Sec. 414.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy

Sec. 501. Limitation on number of general and
flag officers who may serve in po-
sitions outside their own service.

Sec. 502. Exclusion of certain retired officers
from limitation on period of recall
to active duty.

Sec. 503. Clarification of officers eligible for
consideration by selection boards.

Sec. 504. Authority to defer mandatory retirve-
ment for age of officers serving as
chaplains.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Matters

Sec. 511. Individual Ready Reserve activation
authority.

Termination of Mobilization Income
Insurance Program.

Carrection of inequities in medical and
dental care and death and dis-
ability benefits for reserve mem-
bers who incur or aggravate an
illness in the line of duty.

Time-in-grade requirements for reserve
commissioned officers retired dur-
ing force drawdown period.

Authority to permit non-unit assigned
officers to be considered by va-
cancy promotion board to general
officer grades.

Grade requirement for officers eligible
to serve on involuntary separa-
tion boards.

Limitation on use of Air Force Reserve
AGR personnel for Air Force base
security functions.

Subtitle C—Military Technicians

521. Authority to retain on the reserve ac-
tive-status list until age 60 mili-
tary technicians in the grade of
brigadier general.

Sec. 522. Military technicians (dual status).

Sec. 523. Non-dual status military technicians.

Subtitle D—Measures To Improve Recruit

Quality and Reduce Recruit Attrition

Sec. 531. Reform of military recruiting systems.

Sec. 532. Improvements in medical prescreening

of applicants for military service.
Sec. 533. Improvements in physical fitness of re-
cruits.
Subtitle E—Military Education and Training
Sec, 541. Independent panel to review military
basic training.
Reform of Army drill sergeant selec-
tion and training process.
Requirement for candidates for admis-
sion to United States Naval Acad-
emy to take oath of allegiance.
Reimbursement of exrpenses incurred
for instruction at service acad-
emies of persons from foreign
countries.
United States Naval
School.
Air Force Academy cadet foreign er-
change program.
Training in human relations matters
Jor Army drill sergeant trainees.
Study of feasibility of gender-seg-
regated basic training.
Subtitle F—Military Decorations and Awards
Sec., 551. Study of new decorations for injury or
death in line of duty.
Sec. 552. Purple heart to be awarded only to
members of the armed forces.

Sec. 553. Eligibility for Armed Forces Erpedi-
tionary Medal for participation in
Operation Joint Endeavor or Op-
eration Joint Guard.

Sec. 554. Waiver of time limitations for award of
certain decorations to specified
persons.

Sec. 512.

Sec. 513.

Sec. 514.

Sec, 515.

Sec. 516.

Sec. 517.

Sec.,

542,
543,

Sec.

Sec.

Sec, 544.

Sec. 545. Postgraduate

Sec. 546.
Sec. 547.

Sec. 548.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle G—Other Matters

Suspension of temporary early retire-
ment authority.

Treatment of educational accomplish-
ments of National Guard Chal-
lenge Program participants.

Authority for personnel to participate
in management of certain non-
Federal entities.

Crew requirements of WC-130J air-
craft.

Comptroller General study of Depart-
ment of Defense civil military pro-
grams.

Treatment of participation of members
in Department of Defense civil
military programs.

Continuation of support to senior mili-
tary colleges.

Restoration of missing persons au-
thorities applicable to Department
of Defense as in effect before en-
actment of National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year
1997.

Establishment of sentence of confine-
ment for life without eligibility for
parole.

Limitation on appeal of denial of pa-
role for offenders serving life sen-
tence.

571. Establishment of Public

Branch in the Army.

561.
562.

563.

564.
565.

566.

567.
568.

569.

570.

Affairs

TITLE VI-COMPENSATION AND OTHER

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

601. Increase in basic pay for fiscal year
1998.

602. Annual adjustment of basic pay and
protection of member’s total com-
pensation while performing cer-
tain duty.

603. Use of food cost information to deter-
mine basic allowance for subsist-
ence.

. 604. Consolidation of basic allowance for

quarters, variable housing allow-
ance, and overseas housing allow-
ances.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays

611. One-year extension of certain bonuses
and special pay authorities for re-
serve forces,

One-year extension of certain bonuses
and special pay authorities for
nurse officer candidates, reg-
istered nurses, and nurse anes-
thetists.

One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to payment of other bo-
nuses and special pays.

Increase in minimum monthly rate of
hazardous duty incentive pay for
certain members.

Availability of multiyear
bonus for dental officers.

Increase in variable and additional
special pays for certain dental of-
ficers.

Special pay for duly at designated
hardship duty locations.

Selected Reserve reenlistment bonus.

Selected Reserve enlistment bonus for
former enlisted members.

Special pay or bonuses for enlisted
members extending tours of duty
overseas.

Increase in amount of family separa-
tion allowance.

Change in requirements for Ready Re-
serve muster duty allowance.

612.

613,

614.

615, retention

616.

6I7.

618.
619.

620,

621.
622.
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Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

Sec. 631. Travel and transportation allowances
for dependents of member sen-
tenced by court-martial.

Sec. 632. Dislocation allowance.

Subtitle D—Retired Pay, Survivor Benefits,
and Related Matters

Sec. 641. Time in which certain changes in ben-
eficiary under survivor benefit
plan may be made.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Definition of sea duty for purposes of
career sea pay.

Loan repayment program for commis-
sioned officers in certain health
professions.

Conformance of NOAA commissioned
officers separation pay to separa-
tion pay for members of other uni-
Sformed services.

Reimbursement of Public Health Serv-
ice officers for adoption erpenses.

Payment of back quarters and subsist-
ence allowances to World War I1
veterans who served as guerrilla
fighters in the Philippines.

Space available travel for members of
selected reserve.

Study on military personnel at, near,
or below the poverty line.

Implementation of Department of De-
fense supplemental food program
for military personnel outside the
United States.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Health Care Services

Sec. 701. Erpansion of retiree dental insurance
plan to include surviving spouse
and child dependents of certain
deceased members.

Sec. 702. Provision of prosthetic devices to cov-
ered beneficiaries.

Subtitle B—TRICARE Program

Sec. 711. Addition of definition of TRICARE
program to title 10.

Sec. 712. Plan for erpansion of managed care
option of TRICARE program.

Subtitle C—Uniformed Services Treatment
Facilities

Sec. 721. Implementation of designated provider
agreements for Uniformed Services
Treatment Facilities.

Sec, 722. Limitation on total payments.

Sec, 723. Continued acquisition of reduced-cost
drugs.

Subtitle D—Other Changes to Existing Laws
Regarding Health Care Management

731. Waiver or reduction of copayments

under overseas dental program.

732, Premium collection requirements for
medical and dental insurance pro-
grams.

Consistency between CHAMPUS and
medicare in payment rates for
services.

Use of personal services contracts for
provision of health care services
and legal protection for providers.

Portability of State licenses for De-
partment of Defense health care
professionals.

Standard form and requirements re-
garding claims for payment for
services.

Medical personnel conscience clause.

Subtitle E—Other Maiters

Continued admission of civilians as
students in physician assistant
training program of Army Medical
Department.

. 651,

. 652,

Sec. 653.

Sec. 654.
Sec. 655.
Sec. 656.

. 657.
:. 6548.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 733.

Sec. 734.

., 735.

Sec. 736.

Sec. 737.

Sec. T41.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Sec. 742. Emergency health care in connection
with overseas activities of On-Site
Inspection Agency of Department
of Defense.

Sec. 743. Comptroller General study of ade-
quacy and effect of marimum al-
lowable charges Jor physicians
under CHAMPUS.

Sec. T44. Comptroller General study of Depart-
ment of Defense pharmacy pro-
grams.

Sec. 745. Complroller General study of Navy
graduate medical education pro-
gram.

Sec. 746. Study of expansion of pharmaceuticals
by mail program to include addi-
tional medicare-eligible covered
beneficiaries.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy

801. Case-by-case waivers of domestic

source limitations.

802, Expansion of authority to enter into
contracts crossing fiscal years Lo
all severable services contracts not
exceeding a year.

Clarification of vesting of title under
contracts.

Exclusion of disaster relief, humani-
tarian, and peacekeeping oper-
ations from restrictions on use of
undefinitized contract actions.

Limitation and report on payment of
restructuring costs under defense
contracts.

Authority relating to purchase of cer-
tain vehicles.

Multiyear procurement contracts.

Domestic source limitation amend-
ments.

Repeal of expiration of domestic
source limitation for certain naval
vessel propellers.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Repeal of certain acquisition reporis
and requirements.

Extension of authority for use of test
and evaluation installations by
commercial entities.

Reguirement to develop and maintain
list of firms not eligible for de-
fense contracts.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT
Sec, 901. Limitation on operation and support
Junds for the Office of the Sec-

retary of Defense.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 803.
804.

Sec.

Sec. 805.

Sec. 806.

807.
808.

409.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 821,

Sec. 822.

Sec, 823.

Sec. 902. Components of National Defense Uni-
versity.

Sec. 903. Authorization for the Marine Corps
University to employ civilian pro-
fessors.,

Sec. 904. Center for the Study of Chinese Mili-
tary Affairs.

Sec. 905. White House Communications Agency.

Sec. 906. Revision to required frequency for pro-
vision of policy guidance for con-
tingency plans.

Sec. 907. Termination of the Defense Airborne
Reconnaissance Office.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

Sec. 1001. Transfer authority.

Sec. 1002. Incorporation of classified annex.

Sec. 1003. Authority for obligation of unauthor-
ized fiscal year 1997 defense ap-
propriations.

Sec. 1004. Authorization of supplemental appro-
priations for fiscal year 1997.

Sec. 1005, Increase in fiscal year 1996 transfer

authority.
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Sec. 1006. Fisher House trust funds.

Sec. 1007. Flexribility in financing closure of cer-
tain outstanding contracts for
which a small final payment is
due.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec. 1021. Relationship of certain laws to dis-
posal of vessels for erport from
the Naval Vessel Register and the
National Defense Reserve Fleel.

1022. Authority to enter inlo a long-term
charter for a vessel in support of
the Surveillance Towed-Array
Sensor (SURTASS) program.

1023. Transfer of two specified obsolete
tugboats of the Army.

1024. Naming of a DDG-51 class destroyer
the U.8.8. Thomas F. Connolly.

1025. Congressional review period with re-
spect (o (transfer of the ex-
U.8.8. Midway (CV-41).

Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities

1031. Prohibition on use of National Guard
Jor civil-military activities under
State  drug interdiction and
counter-drug activities plan.

Subtitle D—Miscellaneous Report
Requirements and Repeals

1041. Repeal of miscellaneous obsolete re-
ports required by prior defense
authorization Acts.

Repeal of annual report requirement
relating to training of special op-
erations forces with [riendly for-
eign forces.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Authority for special agents of the
Defense Criminal Investigative
Service to erecute warrants and
make arrests.

Study of investigative practices of
military criminal investigative or-
ganizations relating to ser crimes.

Technical and clerical amendments.

Display of POW/MIA flag.

Certification required before observ-
ance of moratorium on use by
Armed Forces of antipersonnel
landmines.

Protection of safety-related informa-
tion voluntarily provided by air
carriers.

National Guard Challenge Program
to create opportunities for civilian
youth.

Lease of non-excess personal property
of the military departments.

Commendation of members of the
Armed Forces and Government ci-
vilian personnel who served dur-
ing the Cold War.

TITLE XI—COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUC-

TION WITH STATES OF FORMER SOVIET
UNION

Sec. 1101.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1042.

Sec, 1051.

Sec. 1052.

Sec.
Sec.,
Sec.

1053.
1054.
1055.

Sec. 1056.

Sec. 1057.

Sec. 1058.

Sec. 1059.

Specification of Cooperative Threat
Reduction programs.

Fiscal year 1998 funding allocations.

Prohibition on use of funds for speci-
fied purposes.

Limitation on use of funds until spec-
ified reports are submitted.

Limitation on use of funds until sub-
mission of certification.

Use of funds for chemical weapons
destruction facilify.

Limitation on use of funds for storage
facility for Russian fissile mate-
rial.

Limitation on use of funds for weap-
ons storage securily.

1102.
1103.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 1104,
Sec. 1105.
Sec. 1106,

See. 1107.

Sec. 1108.
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Sec. 1109. Report to Congress on issues regard-
ing payment of taxes or duties on
assistance provided to Russia
under Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion programs.

Sec. 1110. Limitation on obligation of funds for
a specified period.

Sec. 1111. Availability of funds.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO OTHER

NATIONS

Sec. 1201. Reports to Congress velating to
United States forces in Bosnia.

Sec. 1202, One-year extension of
counterproliferation authorities.

Sec. 1203. Report on future military capabilities
and strategy of the People's Re-
public of China.

Sec. 1204. Temporary use of general purpose ve-
hicles and mnonlethal military
equipment under acquisition and
cross servicing agreements.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS
Short title.
TITLE XXI—ARMY

Authorized Army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization of appropriations,
Army.

Correction in authorized wuses of
funds, Fort Irwin, California.
TITLE XXII—-NAVY

Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization of
Navy.

Authorization of military construc-
tion project at Naval Air Station,
Pascagoula, Mississippi, for
which funds have been appro-
priated.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE

Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.
Family housing.
Improvements (o
housing units.
Authorization of appropriations, Air
Force. .
Authorization of military construc-
tion project at McConnell Air
Force Base, Kansas, for which
funds have been appropriated.
TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition
profects.

Military housing planning and de-
sign.

Improvements to
housing units.

Energy conservation profects.

Authorization of appropriations, De-
fense Agencies.

Correction in authorized wuses of
Junds, McClellan Air Force Base,
California.

Modification of authority to carry
out fiscal year 1995 projects.

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and

land acquisition projects.

Sec, 2502. Authorization of appropriations,

NATO.

Sec. 2001.

Sec, 2101.

2102.
2103.

Sec.

Sec. military  family

Sec, 2104.

Sec, 2105.

2201.

2202,
2203.

2204.
2205.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. military  family

Sec. appropriations,

Sec.

. 2301.

. 2302.
. 2303,

. 2304,

military  family

. 2305.

Sec.

Sec. 2402.

Sec. 2403. military  family
2404.

2405.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 2406.

Sec. 2407.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
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TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES

2601, Authorized Guard and Reserve con-
struction and land acguisition
projects.

2602. Authorization of military construc-
tion projects for which funds have
been appropriated.

2603. Army Reserve construction project,
Salt Lake City, Utah.

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS
2701. Exrpiration of authorizations and

amounts required to be specified

by law.

2702. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1995 projects.

2703. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1994 projects.

2704. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1993 projects.

2705, Ertension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1992 projects.

2706. Extension of availability of funds for
construction of Over-the-Horizon
Radar in Puerto Rico.

Sec. 2707. Effective date.
TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Military Construction Program

and Military Family Housing Changes

Sec. 2801. Use of mobility enhancement funds

for unspecified minor construc-
tion.

Sec. 2802. Limitation on use of operation and

Sec.

Sec

Sec

maintenance funds for facility re-
pair projects.

2803. Leasing of military family housing,
United States Southern Com-
mand, Miami, Florida.

. 2804. Use of financial incentives provided
as part of energy savings and
water conservation activities.

. 2805. Congressional notification require-
ments regarding use of Depart-
ment of Defense housing funds for
investments in mongovernmental
entities.

Subtitle B—Real Property And Facilities

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Administration

2811. Increase in ceiling for minor land ac-
quisition projects.

2812. Administrative exrpenses for certain
real property transactions.

2813. Disposition of proceeds [rom sale of
Air Force Plant 78, Brigham City,
Utah.

Subtitle C—Defense Base Closure and

Realignment

2821. Consideration of military installa-
tions as sites for new Federal fa-
cilities.

2822, Prohibition against conveyance of
property at military installations
to State-owned shipping compa-
nies.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances
PART I—ARMY CONVEYANCES

2831. Land conveyance, James T. Coker
Army Reserve Center, Durant,
Oklahoma.

Land conveyance, Fort A. P. Hill,
Virginia.

Exrpansion of land conveyance, Indi-
ana Army Ammunition Plant,
Charlestown, Indiana.

Modification of land conveyance,
Lompoc, California.

Modification of land conveyance,
Rocky Mountain Arsenal, Colo-
rado.

Correction of land conveyance au-
thority, Army Reserve Center, An-
derson, South Carolina.

2832,
2833.

2834.
2835.

2836.
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2837. Land conveyance, Fort Bragg, North
Carolina.
2838. Land conveyance, Gibson Army Re-
serve Center, Chicago, Ilinois.
2839. Land conveyance, Fort Diz, New Jer-
Sey.
PART 1]—NAVY CONVEYANCES

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2851. Correction of lease authority, Naval
Air  Station, Meridian, Mis-
sissippi.

PART [11—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES

Sec. 2861, Land transfer, Eglin Air Force Base,

Florida.

2862, Study of land erchange options,
Shaw Air Force Base, South
Carolina.

Sec.

Sec. 2863, Land conveyance, March Air Force

Base, California.
Subtitle E—Other Matters

Sec. 2881. Repeal of requirement to operate
Naval Academy dairy farm.

Sec. 2882, Long-term lease of property, Naples
Italy.

Sec. 2883. Designation of military family hous-

ing at Lackland Air Force Base,
Teras, in honor of Frank Tejeda,
a former Member of the House of
Representatives.

TITLE XXIX—SIKES ACT IMPROVEMENT

Sec. 2901. Short tille.

Sec. 2902. Definition of Sikes Act for purposes

of amendments.

Sec. 2903. Codification of short title of Act.

Sec. 2904. Integrated natural resource manage-
ment plans.

Review for preparation of integrated
natural resource management
plans.

Annual reviews and reports.

Transfer of wildlife conservation fees
Jrom closed military installations.

Federal enforcement of integrated
natural resource management
plans and enforcement of other
laws.

Natural resource management serv-
ices.

Definitions.

Cooperative agreements.

Repeal of superseded provision.

Sec. 2913. Clerical amendments.

Sec, 2914. Authorizations of appropriations.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS

AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations
Sec. 3101. Weapons activities.
Sec. 3102, Environmental restoration and waste
management,
Sec. 3103. Other defense activities.
Sec. 3104, Defense nuclear waste disposal.
Subtitle B—Recurring General Provisions
Sec. . Reprogramming.
Sec. . Limits on general plant projects.
Sec. . Limits on construction projects.
Sec. . Fund transfer authority.
Sec. . Authority for conceptual and con-
struction design.
. Authority for emergency planning,
design, and construction activi-

Sec. 2905.

2906.
2907,

2908.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

2909.

2910.
2911.
2912,

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec,

Sec.

ties.

. Funds available for all national secu-
rity programs of the Department
of Energy.

. Authority relating to transfers of de-
fense environmental management
Junds.

Subtitle C—Program Authorizations,

Restrictions, and Limitations
3131. Ballistic Missile Defense National
Laboratory Program.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle D—0Other Matters

Plan for stewardship, management,
and certification of warheads in
the nuclear weapons stockpile.

Repeal of obsolete reporting require-
ments.

Revisions to defense nuclear facilities
workforce restructuring plan re-
quirements.

Extension of authority for appoint-
ment of certain scientific, engi-
neering, and technical personnel.

Report on proposed contract for Han-
ford Tank Waste Vitrification
project.

Limitation on conduct of subcritical
nuclear weapons lests.

Limitation on use of certain funds
until future use plans are sub-
mitted.

Plan for erternal oversight of na-
tional laboratories.

University-based research center,

Stockpile stewardship program.

Reports on advanced supercomputer
sales to certain foreign nations.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

3201, Authorization.

3202, Plan for transfer of facilities from ju-
risdiction of Defense Nuclear Fa-
cilities Safety Board to jurisdic-
tion of Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.

TITLE XXXIII—-NATIONAL DEFENSE

STOCKPILE

3301. Authorized uses of stockpile funds.

3302. Disposal of beryllium copper master
alloy in National Defense Stock-
pile.

3303. Disposal of titanium sponge in Na-
tional Defense Stockpile.

3304. Conditions on transfer of stockpiled
platinum reserves for Treasury

Sec. 3141.

Sec. 3142,

Sec. 3143.

Sec. 3144.

Sec. 3145.

. 3146.
. 3147,

. 3148.

3149.
3150,
3151,

Sec.,
Sec.
See.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

use.
. 3305. Restrictions on disposal of certain
manganese ferro.
3306. Reguired procedures for disposal of
strategic and critical materials.
TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

3401. Authorization of appropriations.

3402. Price requirement on sale of certain
petroleum during fiscal year 1998,

3403. Termination of assignment of Navy
officers to Office of Naval Petro-
lewm and Oil Shale Reserves.

TITLE XXXV—PANAMA CANAL
COMMISSION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Expenditures
From Revolving Fund
Sec. 3501. Short title.
Sec. 3502. Authorization of expenditures.
Sec. 3503. Purchase of vehicles.
Sec. 3504. Erpenditures only
with treaties.

Subtitle B—Facilitation of Panama Canal
Transition
Sec. 3511. Short title; references.
Sec. 3512. Definitions relating to Canal transi-
tion.

PART I—TRANSITION MATTERS RELATING TO
COMMISSION OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES

Sec. 3521. Authority for the Administrator of
the Commission to accept appoint-
ment as the Administrator of the
Panama Canal Authority.

Sec. 3522. Post-Canal Transfer Personnel Au-
thorities.

Sec. 3523. Enhanced authority of Commission to
establish compensation of Com-
mission officers and employees.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

in accordance
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Sec. 3524. Travel, transportation, and subsist-
ence erpenses for Commission per-
sonnel no longer subject to Fed-
eral Travel Regulation.

Sec. 3525. Enhanced recruitment and retention
authorities.

Sec. 3526. Transition separation incentive pay-
ments.

Sec. 3527. Labor-management relations.

Sec. 3528. Availability of Panama Canal Re-
volving Fund for severance pay
for certain employees separated
by Panama Canal Authority after
Canal Transfer Date.

PART II—TRANSITION MATTERS RELATING TO
OPERATION AND ADMINISTRATION OF CANAL

Sec. 3541. Establishment of procurement system
and board of contract appeals.

Sec. 3542. Transactions with the Panama Canal
Authority.

Sec. 3543. Time limitations on filing of claims
for damages.

Sec. 3544. Tolls for small vessels.

Sec. 3545. Date of actuarial evaluation of FECA
liability.

Sec. 3546. Notaries public.

Sec. 3547. Commercial services.

See. 3548. Transfer from President to Commis-
sion of certain regulatory func-
tions relating to employment clas-
sification appeals.

Sec. 3549. Enhanced printing authority.

Sec. 3550. Technical and conforming amend-
ments.

TITLE XXXVI—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 3601. Authorization of appropriations for
fiscal year 1998.

Sec. 3602. Repeal of obsolete annual report re-
quirement concerning relative cost
of shipbuilding in the various
coastal districts of the United
States.

Sec. 3603. Provisions relating to maritime secu-
rity fleet program.

Sec. 3604. Authority to utilize replacement ves-
sels and capacily.

Sec. 3605, Authority to convey national defense

reserve fleet vessel.
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES
DEFINED.

For purposes of this Act, the term '‘congres-
sional defense committees” means—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; and

{2) the Committee on National Security and
the Committee on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 101. ARMY.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for procurement for
the Army as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $1,535,264,000.

(2) For missiles, $1,176,516,000.

(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles,
$1,519,527,000.

(4) For ammunition, $1,093,602,000.

(5) For other procurement, $2,640,277.,000.

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

() Navy.—Funds are hereby authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 1998 for procure-
ment for the Navy as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $6,172,950,000.

(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor-
pedoes, $1,214,687,000.

{3) For shipbuilding
$7,654,977,000,

(4) For other procurement, $3,073,432,000.
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(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 1998 for
procurement for the Marine Corps in the
amount of $442,807,000.

(¢) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for procurement of ammunition for the Navy
and the Marine Corps in the amount of
$470,355,000.

SEC. 103. AIR FORCE.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for procurement for
the Air Force as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $6,770,900,000.

(2) For missiles, $2,369,163,000.

(3) For ammunition, $436,984,000.

(4) For other procurement, $6,574,096,000.

SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for Defense-wide pro-
curement in the amount of $1,836,989,000.

SEC. 105. RESERVE COMPONENTS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for procurement of
aircraft, vehicles, communications egquipment,
and other equipment for the reserve components
of the Armed Forces as follows:

(1) For the Army National Guard, $102,700,000.

(2) For the Air National Guard, $117,775,000.

(3) For the Army Reserve, $90,400,000.

(4) For the Naval Reserve, $118,000,000.

(5) For the Air Force Reserve, $167,630,000.

(6) For the Marine Corps Reserve, $98,600,000.

(7) For the Coast Guard Reserve, $5,250,000.
SEC. 106. DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for procurement for
the Inspector General of the Department of De-
fense in the amount of $1,800,000.

SEC. 107. CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION PRO-

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 1998 the amount of $610,700,000
Jor—

(1) the destruction of lethal chemical agents
and munitions in accordance with section 1412
of the Department of Defense Authorization
Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521); and

(2) the destruction of chemical warfare mate-
riel of the United States that is not covered by
section 1412 of such Act.

SEC. 108. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAMS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for the Department
of Defense for procurement for carrying out
health care programs, projects, and activities of
the Department of Defense in the total amount
of $279,068,000.

SEC. 109. DEFENSE EXPORT LOAN GUARANTEE
PROGRAM.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for the Department
of Defense for carrying out the Defense Exrport
Loan Guarantee Program in the total amount of
$1,231,000.

Subtitle B—Other Matters
SEC. 121. LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS
FOR THE SEAWOLF SUBMARINE PRO-
GRAM.

(a) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Navy
may not obligate more than 50 percent of the
funds appropriated for fiscal year 1998 for Ship-
building and Conversion for the Navy that are
specified as being available for the Seawolf sub-
marine program until the Secrelary certifies to
the congressional defense commitiees thal the
Secretary will include in the future-years de-
fense program accompanying the fiscal year
1999 budget for the Department of Defense not
less than 50 percent of the amount necessary to
Jully fund incorporation into each of the first
four vessels in the New Attack Submarine pro-
gram the technology insertion opportunities
specified in subsection (b).
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(b) TECHNOLOGY INSERTION OPPORTUNITIES,—
The technology insertion opportunities referred
to in subsection (a) are those technology inser-
tion opportunities available for the first four
vessels in the New Attack Submarine program
that were presented by the Assistant Secretary
of the Navy (Research, Development, and Ac-
quisition) in testimony before the Procurement
Subcommittee of the Committee on National Se-
curity of the House of Representatives on March
18, 1997.

SEC. 122. REPORT ON ANNUAL BUDGET SUBMIS-
SION REGARDING THE RESERVE
COMPONENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1013 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“$ 10544. Budget information

“‘(a) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the congressional committees specified
in subsection (d), at the same time that the
President submits the budget for a fiscal year
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United States
Code, a report on amounts requested in that
budget for the reserve components.

“(b) CONTENT—The report shall include the
following:

(1) A description of the anticipated effect
that the amounts requested (if approved by Con-
gress) will have to enhance the capabilities of
each of the reserve components.

*“(2) A listing, with respect to each such com-
ponent, of each of the following:

‘““(A) The amount requested for each major
weapon system for which funds are requested in
the budget for that component.

“(B) The amount requested for each item of
equipment (other than a major weapon system)
Jor which funds are requested in the budget for
that component.

“(¢) INCLUSION OF INFORMATION IN NEXT
FYDP.—The Secretary of Defense shall specifi-
cally display in the each future-years defense
program (or program revision) submitted to Con-
gress under section 221 of this title the amounts
programmed for procurement of equipment for
each of the reserve components.

“(d) CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES SPECI-
FIED.—The congressional committees referred to
in subsection (a) are the following:

““¢1) The Committee on Armed Services and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate.

‘“(2) The Committee on National Security and
the Committee on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives.

‘‘(e) EXCLUSION OF COAST GUARD RESERVE.—
In this section, the term ‘reserve components'
does not include the Coast Guard Reserve."'.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
“'10544. Budget information."".

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for the use of the De-
partment of Defense for research, development,
test, and evaluation as follows:
(1) For the Army, $4,752,913,000.
(2) For the Navy, $7,946,996,000,
(3) For the Air Force, $14,659,736,000.
{4) For Defjense-wide activities, $9,914,080,000,
of which—
(A) 8279,683,000 is authorized for Lthe activities
of the Director, Test and Evaluation; and
(B) $23,384,000 is authorized for the Director
of Operational Test and Evaluation.
SEC. 202, AMOUNT FOR BASIC AND APPLIED RE-
SEARCH.

(a) FiscAl YEAR 1998.—Of the amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated by section 201,
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$4,131,871,000 shall be available for basic re-
search and applied research projects.

(b) BASIC RESEARCH AND APPLIED RESEARCH
DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, the term
“basic research and applied research’ means
work funded in program elements for defense re-
search and development under Depariment of
Defense category 6.1 or 6.2.

SEC. 203. DUAL-USE TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM.

(a) FUNDING REQUIREMENT.—Of the amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorizations in
section 201 for the Department of Defense for
science and technology programs for each of fis-
cal years 1998 through 2001, at least the fol-
lowing percentages of such amounts shall be
available in the applicable fiscal year only for
dual-use projects of the Department of Defense:

(1) For fiscal year 1998, 5 percent.

{2) For fiscal year 1999, 7 percent.

(3) For fiscal year 2000, 10 percent.

(4) For fiscal year 2001, 15 percent.

(b) SENIOR OFFICIAL FOR DUAL-USE PRO-
GRAM.—The person responsible for developing
policy relating to, and ensuring effective imple-
mentation of, the dual-use technology program
of the Department of Defense is the senior offi-
cial designated by the Secretary of Defense
under section 203(b) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law
104-201; 110 Stat. 2451).

(c) LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS.—(1) Except
as provided in paragraph (2), funds made avail-
able pursuant to subsection (a) may not be obli-
gated until the senior official referred to in sub-
section (b) approves the obligation.

(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply with respect
to funds made available pursuant to subsection
(a) to the Defense Advanced Research Projects

ency.

(3) Funds made available pursuant to sub-
section (a) may be used for a dual-use project
only if the contract, cooperative agreement, or
other transaction by which the project is carried
out is entered into through the use of competi-
tive procedures.

(d) TRANSFER AUTHORITY —In addition to the
transfer authority provided in section 1001, the
Secretary of Defense may transfer funds made
available pursuant to subsection (a) for a dual-
use project from a military department or de-
fense agency to another military department or
defense agency to ensure efficient implementa-
tion of the dual-use technology program. The
Secretary may delegate the authority provided
in the preceding sentence to the senior official
referred to in subsection (b).

(e) FEDERAL COST SHARE.—(1) The share con-
tributed by the Secretary of a military depart-
ment or the head of a defense agency for the
cost of a dual-use project during fiscal years
1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001 may not be greater
than 50 percent of the cost of the project for
that fiscal year.

(2) In calculating the share of the costs of a
dual-use program contributed by a military de-
partment or a non-Government entity, the Sec-
retaries of the military departments may not
consider in-kind contributions.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms
“dual-use technology program’, “‘dual-use
project”’, and ‘‘science and technology pro-
gram"” have the meanings provided by section
203(h) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201;
110 Stat. 2452).

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

SEC. 211. MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY PRO-

Section 2525 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

“(e) FUNDING REQUIREMENT.—(1) Subject to
paragraph (2), the Secretary of Defense shall
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make available each fiscal year for the Manu-
facturing Technology Program the greater of
the following amounts:

*'(A) 0.25 percent of the amount available for
the fiscal year concerned for the demonstration
and validation, engineering and manufacturing
development, operational systems development,
and procurement programs of the military de-
partments and Defense Agencies.

‘“CB) The amount authorized to be appro-
priated by law for the fiscal year concerned for
projects of the military departments and Defense
Agencies under the Manufacturing Technology
Program.

“(2) Paragraph (1) applies to fiscal years 1998,
1999, and 2000.

“(f) TRANSFER AUTHORITY,—The Secretary of
Defense may transfer funds made available pur-
suant to subsection (e) from a military depart-
ment or Defense Agency to another military de-
partment or Defense Agency to ensure efficient
implementation of the Manufacturing Tech-
nology Program. The Secretary may delegate the
authority provided in the preceding sentence to
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition
and Technology. Authority to transfer funds
under this subsection is in addition to any other
authority provided by law to transfer funds
(whether enacted before, on, or after the date of
the enactment of this section) and is not subject
to any dollar limitation or notification require-
ment contained in any other such authority to
transfer funds.

“(g) REPORT.—(1) Al the same time the Presi-
dent submits to Congress the budget for fiscal
year 1999 pursuant to section 1105(a) of title 31,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report that—

“(A) specifies the plans of the Secretary for
expenditures under the program during fiscal
years 1998, 1999, and 2000; and

“(B) assesses the effectiveness of the program.

“'(2) The Secretary shall submit an updated
version of such report at the same time the
President submits the budget for each fiscal year
after fiscal year 1999 during which the program
is in effect shall include—

“(A) an assessment of whether the funding of
the program, as provided pursuant to the fund-
ing requirement of subsection (e), is sufficient;
and

“(B) any recommendations considered appro-
priate by the Secretary for changes in, or an ex-
tension of, the funding reguirement of sub-
section (e)."".

SEC. 212. REPORT ON STRATEGIC ENVIRON-.
MENTAL RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT PROGRAM.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than February 28,
1998, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
Congress a report containing, for each project or
activity of the Strategic Environmental Re-
search and Development Program—

(1) an erplanation of why the project or activ-
ity is not duplicative of environmentally related
research, development, and demonstration ac-
tivities of other departments and agencies of the
Federal Government, of State and local govern-
ments, or of other organizations engaged in
such activities; and

(2) an exrplanation of why the project or activ-
ity is uniquely related to and necessary for the
mission of the Department of Defense.

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS PENDING
SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—Not more than 50 per-
cent of the funds appropriated for the Strategic
Environmental Research and Development Pro-
gram pursuant to the authorization of appro-
priations in section 201(4) may be erpended
until the Secretary of Defense submits the report
required under this section.

SEC. 213. leﬁsm UNMANNED AERIAL VEHI-

(a) PROHIBITION ON FUNDING FOR OUTRIDER
ACTD PROGRAM.—No funds authorized to be
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appropriated under section 201 may be obligated
Jor the Outrider Advanced Concept Technology
Demonstration (ACTD) program.

(b) FUNDING REQUIREMENTS.—Of the funds
authorized to be appropriated for tactical un-
manned aerial vehicles (TUAV) under section
201—

(1) $10,000,000 shall be available to carry out
a competition for an unmanned aerial vehicle
capable of vertical takeoff and landing; and

(2) 811,500,000 shall be available to provide a
Predator Unmanned Aerial Vehicle system
equipped with synthetic aperture radar and as-
sociated equipment to facilitate the development
of a common Tactical Control System for un-
manned aerial vehicles.

SEC. 214. REVISIONS TO MEMBERSHIP OF AND AP-
POINTMENT AUTHORITY FOR NA-
TIONAL OCEAN RESEARCH LEADER-
SHIP COUNCIL.

(a) MEMBERSHIP REVISIONS.—Section 7902(b)
of title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out paragraph (11); and

(2) in paragraph (17), by striking out '‘One
member"” and inserting in lieu thereof "*Not more
than four members’'.

(b) APPOINTMENT AUTHORITY REVISIONS.—Sec-
tion 7902 of such title is amended—

(1) in paragraphs (14), (15), (16), and (17) of
subsection (b), by striking out “chairman" each
place it appears and inserting in lieuw thereof
“President’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(j) DELEGATION OF APPOINTMENT AUTHOR-
ITY.—The President may delegate the authority
to make appointments under subsection (b) to
the head of a department, without authority to
redelegate.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section
7902 of such title is further amended—

(A) in subsection (b), by redesignating para-
graphs (12), (13), (14), (15), (16), and (17) as
paragraphs (11), (12), (13), (14), (15}, and (16),
respectively; and

(B) in subsection (d), by striking out ‘'(14),
(15), (16), or (IT)" and inserting in lieu thereof
“(13), (14), (15), or (16)"".

(2) Section 282 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law
104-201; 110 Stat. 2473) is amended by striking
out subsection (c).

SEC. 215. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF REAL
PROPERTY AT AIR FORCE INSTALLA-
TIONS.

(@) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 949 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§$9782. Maintenance and repair of real prop-
erty

"(a) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—The Secretary
of the Air Force shall allocate funds authorized
to be appropriated by a provision described in
subsection (¢) and a provision described in sub-
section (d) for maintenance and repair of real
property at military installations of the Depart-
ment of the Air Force without regard to whether
the installation is supported with funds author-
ized by a provision described in subsection (¢) or
(d).

“(b) MIXING OF FUNDS PROHIBITED ON INDI-
VIDUAL PROJECTS.—The Secretary of the Air
Force may not combine funds authorized to be
appropriated by a provision described in sub-
section (¢) and funds authorized to be appro-
priated by a provision described in subsection
(d) for an individual project for maintenance
and repair of real property at a military instal-
lation of the Department of the Air Force.

“(¢) RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND
EVALUATION FUNDS.—The provision described in
this subsection is a provision of a national de-
fense authorization Act that authorizes funds to
be appropriated for a fiscal year to the Air
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Force for research, development, test, and eval-

uation.

“'{d) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUNDS.—
The provision described in this subsection is a
provision of a national defense authorization
Act that authorizes funds to be appropriated for
a fiscal year to the Air Force for operation and
maintenance.''.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
9782, Maintenance and repair of real prop-

erty."".

SEC. 216. EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR DE-
FENSE EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM TO
STIMULATE COMPETITIVE RE-
SEARCH.

Section 257 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public Law
103-337; U.S.C. 2358 note) is amended by adding
at the end of subsection (d) the following new
paragraph:

“(3) In this section, the term ‘State' means a
State of the United States, the District of Co-
lumbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
Guam, the Virgin Islands, American Samoa, and
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands."'.

SEC. 217. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR
ADAPTION OF INTEGRATED DEFEN-
SIVE ELECTRONIC COUNTER-
MEASURES (IDECM) PROGRAM TO F/
A-ISEIF AIRCRAFT AND A/V-8B AIR-
CRAFT.

Not more than 50 percent of the amount au-
thorized to be appropriated in section 201(2) for
development of the Integrated Defensive Elec-
tronic Countermeasures (IDECM) program for
adaption to the F/A-18E/F aircraft and the AV-
8B aircraft may be obligated until the amount
authorized in section 201(2) for development of
the IDECM program for adaption to the F/A-
18C/D aircraft is obligated.

SEC. 218. BIOASSAY TESTING OF VETERANS EX-
POSED TO IONIZING RADIATION
DURING MILITARY SERVICE.

Of the amount provided in section 201(4),
$300,000 shall be available for the Nuclear Test
Personnel Review Program conducted by the
Defense Special Weapons Agency.

Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense
Programs
SEC. 231. BUDGETARY TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS
ESTED FOR PROCUREMENT
FOR BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE
PROGRAMS.

(1) REQUIREMENT FOR INCLUSION IN BUDGET
OF BMDO.—(1) Chapter 9 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 222 the following new section:

“$224. Ballistic missile defense programs:

amounts for procurement

““fa) REQUIREMENT.—Any amount in the
budget submitted to Congress under section 1105
of title 31 for any fiscal year for procurement for
the National Missile Defense program or for any
system that is part of the core theater missile de-
fense program shall be set forth under the ac-
count of the Department of Defense for Defense-
wide procurement and, within thalt account,
under the subaccount (or other budget activity
level) for the Ballistic Missile Defense Organiza-
tion.

“(b) CORE THEATER BALLISTIC MISSILE DE-
FENSE PROGRAM.—For purposes of this section,
the core theater missile defense program consists
of the systems specified in section 234 of the Bal-
listic Missile Defense Act of 1995 (10 U.S.C. 2431
note).".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
222 the following new item:

''224. Ballistic missile defense programs:

amounts for procurement.’'.
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SEC. 232. COOPERATIVE BALLISTIC MISSILE DE-
FENSE PROGRAM.

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR NEW PROGRAM ELE-
MENT.—The Secretary of Defense shall establish
a program element for the Ballistic Missile De-
fense Organization, to be referred to as the “‘Co-
operative Ballistic Missile Defense Program'', to
support technical and analytical cooperative ef-
forts between the United States and other na-
tions that contribute to United States ballistic
missile defense capabilities. All international co-
operative ballistic missile defense programs of
the Department of Defense shall be budgeted
and administered through that program ele-
ment.

(b) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PROGRAM ELE-
MENTS.—The program element established pur-
suant to subsection (a) is in addition to the pro-
gram elements for activities of the Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense Organization required under section
251 of the National Defense Authorization Act
Jor Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law 104-106; 110
Stat. 233; 10 U.S8.C, 221 note).

SEC. 233. DEPLOYMENT DATES FOR CORE THE-
ATER MISSILE DEFENSE PROGRAMS.

(@) CHANGE IN DEPLOYMENT DATES.—Section
234(a) of the Ballistic Missile Defense Act of
1995 (subtitle C of title 11 of Public Law 104-106;
110 Stat. 229; 10 U.S.C. 2431 note) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by
striking out **, to be carried out so as to achieve
the specified capabilities’';

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking out **, with a
first unit equipped (FUE) during fiscal year
1998"";

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking out "‘Navy
Lower Tier (Area) system' and all that follows
through ‘‘fiscal year 1999" and inserting in lieu
thereof ""Navy Area Defense system'’;

(4) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by striking out “with a'' and inserting in
lieu thereof “‘to be carried out so as to achieve
a''; and

(B) by striking out ‘‘fiscal year 1998'" and
“fiscal year 2000 and inserting in lieu thereof
‘“fiscal year 2000 and “‘fiscal year 2004, re-
spectively,; and

(5) in paragraph (4), by striking out ‘'Navy
Upper Tier (Thealer Wide) system, with' and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘Navy Theater Wide
system, to be carried out so as to achieve''.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS FOR PROGRAM
ELEMENT NAME CHANGES.—Section 251(a) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1996 (Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 233; 10
U.S.C. 221 note) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out "‘Navy
Lower Tier (Area) system’' and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘‘Navy Area Defense system’'; and

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking out ‘‘Navy
Upper Tier (Theater Wide) system' and insert-
ing in lieu thereof "Navy Theater Wide system’'.
SEC. 234. ANNUAL REPORT ON THREAT POSED TO

THE UNITED STATES BY WEAPONS
OF MASS DESTRUCTION, BALLISTIC
MISSILES, AND CRUISE MISSILES.

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to Congress by January 30 of
each year a report on the threats posed to the
United States and allies of the United States—

(1) by weapons of mass destruction, ballistic
missiles, and cruise missiles; and

(2) by the proliferation of weapons of mass de-
struction, ballistic missiles, and cruise missiles.

(b) CONSULTATION.—Each report submitted
under subsection (a) shall be prepared in con-
sultation with the Director of Central Intel-
ligence.

(c) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—Each report
submitted under subsection (a) shall include the
following:

(1) Identification of each foreign country and
non-State organization that possesses weapons
of mass destruction, ballistic missiles, or cruise
missiles, and a description of such weapons and
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missiles with respect to each such foreign coun-
try and non-State organization.

(2) A description of the means by which any
foreign country and non-State organization
that has achieved capability with respect to
weapons of mass destruction, ballistic missiles,
or cruise missiles has achieved that capability,
including a description of the international net-
work of foreign countries and private entities
that provide assistance to foreign countries and
non-State organizations in achieving that capa-
bility.

(3) An eramination of the doctrines that guide
the use of weapons of mass destruction in each
foreign country that possesses such weapons.

(4) An examination of the eristence and imple-
mentation of the control mechanisms that erist
with respect to nuclear weapons in each foreign
country that possesses such weapons.

(5) Identification of each foreign country and
non-State organization that seeks to acquire or
develop (indigenously or with foreign assist-
ance) weapons of mass destruction, ballistic mis-
siles, or cruise missiles, and a description of
such weapons and missiles with respect to each
such foreign country and non-State organiza-
tion.

(6) An assessment of various possible timelines
Jor the achievement by foreign countries and
non-State organizations of capability with re-
spect to weapons of mass destruction, ballistic
missiles, and cruise missiles, taking into account
the probability of whether the Russian Federa-
tion and the People's Republic of China will
comply with the Missile Technology Control Re-
gime, the potential availability of assistance
from foreign technical specialists, and the po-
tential for independent sales by foreign private
entities without authorization from their na-
tional Governments.

(7) For each foreign country or non-State or-
ganization that has not achieved the capability
to target the United States or its territories with
weapons of mass destruction, ballistic missiles,
or cruise missiles as of the date of the enactment
of this Act, an estimate of how far in advance
the United States is likely to be warned before
such foreign country or non-State organization
achieves that capability.

(8) For each foreign country or non-State or-
ganization that has not achieved the capability
to target members of the United States Armed
Forces deployed abroad with weapons of mass
destruction, ballistic missiles, or cruise missiles
as of the date of the enactment of this Act, an
estimate of how far in advance the United
States is likely to be warned before such foreign
country or non-State organization achieves that
capability.

() CLASSIFICATION.—Each report under sub-
section (a) shall be submitted in classified and
unclassified form.

SEC. 235. DIRECTOR OF BALLISTIC MISSILE DE-
FENSE ORGANIZATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter &
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:

“8$203. Director of Ballistic Missile Defense

Organization

“(a) GRADE.—The position of Director of the
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization—

(1) may only be held by an officer of the
armed forces on the active-duty list; and

“(2) shall be designated under section 601 of
this title as a position of importance and respon-
sibility to carry the grade of general or admiral
or lieutenant general or vice admiral.

‘(b) LINE OF AUTHORITY TO SECRETARY OF
DEFENSE.—The Director of the Ballistic Missile
Defense Organization reports directly to the
Secretary of Defense and (if so directed by the
Secretary) the Deputy Secretary of Defense,
without intervening review or approval by any
other officer of the Department of Defense, with
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respect to all matters pertaining to the manage-
ment of ballistic missile defense programs for
which the Director has responsibility (including
matters pertaining to the status of those pro-
grams and the budgets for those programs).”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is
amended by adding at the end the following
new item:

203, Director of Ballistic Missile Defense Orga-
nization.'.
SEC. 236. TACTICAL HIGH ENERGY LASER PRO-
GRAM.

(@) TRANSFER OF PROGRAM.—The Secretary of
Defense shall transfer the Tactical High Energy
Laser program from the Secretary of the Army
to the Director of the Ballistic Missile Defense
Organization, to be carried out under the Coop-
erative Ballistic Missile Defense Program estab-
lished pursuant to section 232(a).

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—Of the amount author-
ized to be appropriated in section 201,
$38,200,000 is authorized for the Tactical High
Energy Laser program.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND-
ING.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for erpenses, not
otherwise provided for, for operation and main-
tenance, in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $17,185,034,000.

(2) For the Navy, $21,372,693,000.

(3) For the Marine Corps, $2,381,245,000.

(4) For the Air Force, $18,745,985,000.

(5) For Defense-wide activities, $10,030,057,000.

(6) For the Army Reserve, $1,202,891,000.

(7) For the Naval Reserve, $849,711,000.

(8) For the Marine Corps Reserve,
$110,366,000.
(9) For the Air Force Reserve, $1,629,120,000.
(10) For the Army National Guard,
$2,266,432,000.
(11) For the Air National Guard,
$2,985,969,000.

(12) For the Defense Inspector General,
£136,580,000,

(13) For the United States Court of Appeals
Jor the Armed Forces, $6,952,000.

(14) For Environmental Restoration, Army,
$377,337,000.

(15) For Environmental Restoration, Navy,
3277,500,000.

(16) For Environmental
Force, $378,900,000.

(17) For Environmental Restoration, Defense-
wide, $27,900,000.

(18) For Environmental Restoration, Formerly
Used Defense Sites, $202,300,000.

(19) For QOverseas Huwmanitarian, Disaster,
and Civic Aid programs, $50,000,000.

(20) For Drug Interdiction and Counter-drug
Activities, Defense-wide, $661,671,000.

(21) For the Kaho'olawe Island Conveyance,
Remediation, and Environmental Restoration
Trust Fund, $10,000,000,

(22) For Medical Programs,
$9,975,382,000.

(23) For Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams, 284,700,000,

(24) For Overseas Contingency Operations
Transfer Fund, $1,467,500,000.

SEC. 302. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1998 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for providing cap-
ital for working capital and revolving funds in
amounts as follows:

Restoration, Air
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(1) For the Defense Working Capital Funds,
3971,952,000.

(2) For the National Defense Sealift Fund,
$1,181,626,000.

SEC. 303. ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
Jor fiscal year 1998 from the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home Trust Fund the sum of
$79,977.000 for the operation of the Armed
Forces Retirement Home, including the United
States Soldiers' and Airmen's Home and the
Naval Home.

SEC. 304. TRANSFER FROM NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE TRANSACTION FUND.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY —To the extent pro-
vided in appropriations Acts, not more than
$150,000,000 is authorized to be transferred from
the National Defense Stockpile Transaction
Fund to operation and maintenance accounts
for fiscal year 1998 in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $50,000,000.

(2) For the Navy, $50,000,000.

(3) For the Air Force, $50,000,000.

(b) TREATMENT OF TRANSFERS.—Amounts
transferred under this section—

(1) shall be merged with, and be available for
the same purposes and the same period as, the
amounts in the accounts to which transferred;
and

(2) may not be expended for an item that has
been denied authorization of appropriations by
Congress.

(¢) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER TRANSFER AU-
THORITY.—The transfer authority provided in
this section is in addition to the transfer author-
ity provided in section 1001.

SEC. 305. REFURBISHMENT AND INSTALLATION
OF AIR SEARCH RADAR.

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated
pursuant to section 301(2) for operation and
maintenance for the Navy, $6,000,000 shall be
available only for the refurbishment and instal-
lation of the AN/SPS-48E air search radar for
the Ship Self Defense System at the Integrated
Ship Defense Systems Engineering Center,
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Wallops Islands,
Virginia.

SEC. 306. REFURBISHMENT OF M1-Al TANKS.

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated
pursuant to section 30I1(1) for operation and
maintenance for the Army, $35,000,000 shall be
available only for refurbishment of M1-Al tanks
at the Anniston Army Depot under the AIM-
XXI program if the Secretary of Defense deter-
mines that the cost effectiveness of the pilot
AIM-XXI program is validated through user
trials conducted at the National Training Cen-
ter, Fort Irwin, California.

SEC. 307. PROCUREMENT AND ELECTRONIC COM-
MERCE TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM.

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—Subject to subsection
(c), of the amount authorized to be appropriated
under section 301(5), 315,000,000 shall be avail-
able for carrying out the provisions of chapter
142 of title 10, United States Code.

(b) PROHIBITION.—Subject to subsection (c),
the Secretary of Defense may not obligate or ex-
pend any funds available for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation to establish or oper-
ate a resource center or program to provide tech-
nical assistance relating to electronic commerce.

(¢) Limrrarion.—Subsections (a) and (b)
apply only in the event of the consolidation of
the procurement technical assistance program
and the electronic commerce resource program
as a single technical assistance program funded
with amounts available for operation and main-
tenance.

SEC. 308. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR SEPARA-
TION PAY FOR DEFENSE ACQUISI
TION PERSONNEL.

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated

pursuant to section 301(5) for operation and
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maintenance for  Defense-wide activities,
$100,000,000 shall be available only for the pay-
ment of separation pay for defense acgquisition
personnel (other than pursuant to section 5597
of title 5, United States Code).
Subtitle B—Military Readiness Issues
SEC. 311. EXPANSION OF SCOPE OF QUARTERLY
READINESS REPORTS.

(a) EXPANDED REPORTS REQUIRED.—Section
482 of title 10, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“§482. Quarterly readiness reports

“(a) QUARTERLY REPORTS REQUIRED.—Not
later than 30 days after the end of each cal-
endar-year quarter, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the Committee on Armed Services
of the Senate and the Committee on National
Security of the House of Representatives a re-
port on military readiness. The report for a
quarter shall contain the information required
by subsections (b) (d), and (e).

“(b) READINESS PROBLEMS AND REMEDIAL AC-
TioNS.—Each report shall specifically describe—

(1) readiness problems or deficiencies identi-
fied using the assessments considered under sub-
section (c);

*(2) planned remedial actions; and

*“(3) the key indicators and other relevant in-
formation related to the identified problem or
deficiency.

“‘(c) CONSIDERATION OF READINESS ASSESS-
MENTS.—The information required under sub-
section (b) to be included in the report for a
quarter shall be based on readiness assessments
that are provided during that quarter—

“(1) to any council, committee, or other body
of the Department of Defense—

“{A) that has responsibility for readiness
oversight; and

“(B) whose membership includes at least one
civilian officer in the Office of the Secretary of
Defense at the level of Assistant Secretary of
Defense or higher;

“(2) by senior civilian and military officers of
the military departments and the commanders of
the unified and specified commands; and

“(3) as part of any regularly established proc-
ess of periodic readiness reviews for the Depart-
ment of Defense as a whole.

“(d) COMPREHENSIVE READINESS INDICA-
TORS.—Each report shall also include informa-
tion regarding each military department (and
an evaluation of such information) with respect
to each of the following readiness indicators:

(1) PERSONNEL STRENGTH.—

“(A) Individual personnel status.

“(B) Historical and projected personnel
trends.

“(2) PERSONNEL TURBULENCE.—

“(A) Recruit quality.

“(B) Borrowed manpower.

“(C) Personnel stability.

"(3) OTHER PERSONNEL MATTERS.—

**(A) Personnel morale.

“(B) Medical and dental readiness.

"“(C) Recruit shortfalls.

**'(4) TRAINING . —

“(A) Training unit readiness and proficiency.

“(B) Operations tempo.

*“(C) Training funding.

(D) Training commitments and deployments.

“(5) LOGISTICS—EQUIPMENT FILL.—

“(A) Deployed equipment.

"(B) Equipment availability.

(C) Equipment that is not mission capable.

“(D) Age of equipment.

“(E) Condition of nonpacing items.

“(6) LOGISTICS—EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE.—

“(A) Maintenance backlog.

“(7) LOGISTICS—SUPPLY.—

“(A) Availability of ordnance and spares.

“(e) UNIT READINESS INDICATORS.—Each re-
port shall also include information regarding

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

the readiness of each unit of the armed forces at

the battalion, squadron, or an equivalent level

(or a higher level) that received a readiness rat-

ing of C-3 (or below) for any month of the cal-

endar-year quarter covered by the report. With
respect to each such unit, the report shall sepa-
rately provide the following information:

“(1) The unit designation and level of organi-
2ation.

“(2) The overall readiness rating for the unit
for the quarter and each month of the quarter.

“(3) The resource area or areas (personnel,
equipment and supplies on hand, equipment
condition, or training) that adversely affected
the unit's readiness rating for the quarter.

“(4) If the unit received a readiness rating
below C-1 in personnel for the quarter, the pri-
mary reason for the lower rating, by reason code
and definition.

“(5) If the unit received a readiness rating
below C-1 in equipment and supplies on hand
for the quarter, the primary reason for the lower
rating, by reason code and definition.

“(6) If the unit received a readiness rating
below C-1 in equipment condition for the quar-
ter, the primary reason for the lower rating, by
reason code and definition.

“(7) If the unit received a readiness rating
below C-1 in training for the gquarter, the pri-
mary reason for the lower rating, by reason code
and definition.

“(f) CLASSIFICATION OF REPORTS.—A report
under this section shall be submitted in unclas-
sified form. To the extent the Secretary of De-
fense determines necessary, the report may also
be submitted in classified form."".

(b) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN TO EXAMINE READ-
INESS INDICATORS.—Not later than January 15,
1998, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a plan—

(1) specifying the manner in which the Sec-
retary will implement the additional reporting
requirement of subsection (d) of section 482 of
title 10, United States Code, as added by this
section,; and

(2) specifying the criteria proposed to be used
to evaluate the readiness indicators identified in
such subsection (d).

(c) LIMITATION PENDING RECEIPT OF IMPLE-
MENTATION PLAN.—Of the amount available for
fiscal year 1998 for operation and support activi-
ties of the Office of the Secretary of Defense, 10
percent may not be obligated until after the date
on which the implementation plan required by
subsection (b) is submitied.

(d) FIRST REPORT; TRANSITION.—The first re-
port required under section 482 of title 10,
United States Code, as amended by subsection
(a), shall be submitted not later than October 31,
1997. Until the report required for the third
quarter of 1998 is submitted, the Secretary of De-
fense may omit the information required by sub-
section (d) of such section if the Secretary deter-
mines that it is impracticable to comply with
such subsection with regard to the preceding re-
ports.

SEC. 312, LIMITATION ON REALLOCATION OF
FUNDS WITHIN OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE APPROPRIATIONS.

() LIMITATION.—Whenever the Secretary of
Defense proposes to reallocate funds within an
O&M budget activity in a manner described in
subsection (b), the reallocation may be made
only—

(1) after the Secretary submits to the congres-
sional defense committees notice of the proposed
reallocation; and

(2) if the procedures generally applicable to
transfers of funds between appropriations of the
Department of Defense have been followed with
respect to such reallocation.

(b) COVERED REALLOCATIONS.—Subsection (a)
applies in the case of any reallocation of funds
from a subactivity of an O&M budget activity to
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another subactivily within the same O&M budg-
el activity or to another O&M budget activity
within the same operation and maintenance ap-
propriation if the amount to be reallocated,
when added to any previous amounts reallo-
cated from that subactivity for that fiscal year,
is in excess of $10,000,000.

(¢c) O&M BUDGET ACTIVITY DEFINED.—For
purposes of this section, the term “O&M budget
activity '* means a budget activity within an op-
eration and maintenance appropriation of the
Department of Defense for a fiscal year.

(d) COVERED FISCAL YEARS.—This section ap-
plies with respect to funds appropriated for fis-
cal years 1998, 1999, and 2000.

SEC. 313. OPERATION OF PREPOSITIONED FLEET,
NATIONAL TRAINING CENTER, FORT
IRWIN, CALIFORNIA.

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated
pursuant to section 301(1) for operation and
maintenance for the Army, 360,200,000 shall be
available only to pay costs associated with the
operation of the prepositioned fleet of equipment
during training rotations at the National Train-
ing Center, Fort Irwin, California.

SEC. 314. PROHIBITION OF IMPLEMENTATION OF
TIERED READINESS SYSTEM.

(a) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary of a military
department may not implement, or be reguired
to implement, a readiness system for units of the
Armed Forces under the jurisdiction of that Sec-
retary under which a military unit would be
categorized into one of several categories (or
“tiers’’) according to the likelihood that the
unit will be required to respond lto a military
conflict and the time in which the unit will be
required to respond, if that system would have
the effect of changing the methods used as of
October 1, 1996, by the Armed Forces under the
jurisdiction of that Secretary for determining
the priorities for allocating to such military
units funding, personnel, equipment, equipment
maintenance, and training resources, and the
associated levels of readiness of those unils that
result from those priorvities.

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS REQUESTING WAIV-
ErR—If the Secretary of Defense determines that
implementation, for one or more of the Armed
Forces, of a tiered readiness system that is oth-
erwise prohibited by subsection (a) would be in
the national security interests of the United
States, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and the
Committee on National Security of the House of
Representatives a report setting forth that deter-
mination of the Secretary, logether with the ra-
tionale for that determination, and a request for
the enactment of legislation to allow implemen-
tation of such a system.

SEC. 315. REPORTS ON TRANSFERS FROM HIGH-
PRIORITY READINESS APPROPRIA-
TIONS.

(@) ANNUAL AND QUARTERLY REPORTS RE-
QUIRED.—Chapter 23 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section:

“§483. Reports on transfers from high-priority
readiness appropriations

“(a) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Not later than the
date on which the President submits the budget
for a fiscal year to Congress pursuant to section
1105 of title 31, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate
and the Committee on National Security and the
Committee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives a report on transfers during the
preceding fiscal year from funds available for
each covered budget activity.

“(b) QUARTERLY REPORTS.—Not later than 30
days after the end of each quarter of a fiscal
year, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
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the congressional committees specified in sub-
section (a) a report on transfers, during that fis-
cal year quarter, from funds available for each
covered budget activity.

‘“fc) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—In each re-
port under subsection (a) or (b), the Secretary of
Defense shall include for each covered budget
activity the following:

“(1) A statement, for the period covered by the
report, of—

“(A) the total amount of transfers into funds
available for that activity;

“(B) the total amount of transfers from funds
available for that activity, and

“(C) the net amount of transfers into, or out
of, funds available for that activity.

‘“(2) A detailed erplanation of the transfers
into, and out of, funds available for that activ-
ity during the period covered by the report.

*(d) COVERED BUDGET ACTIVITY DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘covered budget activity'
means each of the following:

‘(1) The budget activity groups (known as
‘subactivities’) within the Operating Forces
budget activity of the annual Operation and
Maintenance, Army, appropriation that are des-
ignated as follows:

“(A) ANl subactivities under the category of
Land Forces.

“{B) Land Forces Depot Maintenance.

“(C) Base Support.

“(D) Maintenance of Real Property.

“(2) The Air Operations budget activity
groups (known as ‘subactivities’) within the Op-
erating Forces budget activity of the annual Op-
eration and Maintenance, Navy, appropriation
that are designated as follows:

“(A) Mission and Other Flight Operations.

‘*(B) Fleet Air Training.

“(C) Aircrajt Depot Maintenance.

*(D) Base Support.

“(E) Maintenance of Real Property.

*“(3) The Ship Operations budget activity
groups (known as ‘subactivities’) within the Op-
erating Forces budget activity of the annual Op-
eration and Maintenance, Navy, appropriation
that are designated as follows:

“'(A) Mission and Other Ship Operations.

“(B) Ship Operational Support and Training.

‘““(C) Ship Depot Maintenance.

“(D) Base Support.

“(E) Maintenance of Real Property.

“(4) The Erpeditionary Forces budget activity
groups (known as ‘subactivities') within the Op-
erating Forces budget activity of the annual Op-
eration and Maintenance, Marine Corps, appro-
priation that are designated as follows:

“(A) Operational Forces.

“(B) Depot Maintenance.

“(C) Base Support.

"“(D) Maintenance of Real Property.

“(5) The Air Operations and Combat Related
Operations budgel activity groups (known as
‘subactivities') within the Operating Forces
budget activity of the annual Operation and
Maintenance, Air Force, appropriation that are
designated as follows:

“(A) Primary Combat Forces.

“(B) Primary Combat Weapons.

*(C) Air Operations Training.

“(D) Depot Maintenance.

“(E) Base Support.

“(F) Maintenance of Real Property.

“(6) The Mobility Operations budgetl activity
group (known as a ‘subactivity’) within the Mo-
bilization budget activity of the annual Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Air Force, appropria-
tion that is designated as Airlift Operations.

“(e) TERMINATION.—The regquirements speci-
fied in subsections (a) and (b) shall terminate
upon the submission of the annual report under
subsection (a) covering fiscal year 2000.'".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
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‘‘483. Reports on transfers from high-priority

readiness appropriations.”.

SEC. 316. REPORT ON CHAIRMAN, JOINT CHIEFS
OF STAFF EXERCISE PROGRAM AND
PARTNERSHIP FOR PEACE PRO-
GRAM.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than February 16,
1998, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate
and the Committee on National Security of the
House of Representatives a report on the mili-
tary erercises conducted by the Department of
Defense during fiscal years 1995, 1996, and 1997
and the military erercises planned to be con-
ducted during fiscal years 1998, 1999, and 2000,
under the training evercises program known as
the ““CJCS Erercise Program”™ and under the
training erercises program known as the Part-
nership for Peace program.

(b) INFORMATION ON EXERCISES CONDUCTED
OR TO BE CONDUCTED.—The report under sub-
section (a) shall include the following informa-
tion for each such erercise, which shall be set
forth by fiscal year and shown within fiscal
year by the sponsoring command:

(1) Name of the exercise.

(2) Type, description, duration, and objectives
of the exercise

(3) Command sponsoring the exercise.

(4) Participating units, including the number
of personnel participating in each unit.

(5) For each participating unit, the percentage
of the tasks on that unit's specification of tasks
knows as a Mission Essential Task List (or com-
parable specification, in the case of any of the
Armed Forces that do not maintain a Mission
Essential Task List designation) scheduled to be
performed as part of the exercise.

(6) The cost of the exercise to the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the cost to each of
the Armed Forces participating in the exercise,
with a description of the categories of activities
for which those costs are incurred in each such
case.

(7) The priority of the exercise in relation to

all other erercises planned by the sponsoring

command to be conducted during that fiscal
year.

(8) In the case of an erercise conducted under
the Partnership for Peace program, the country
with which each the erercise was conducted,

(c) ASSESSMENT.—The report shall include—

(1) an assessment of the ability of each of the
Armed Forces to meet requirements of the CJCS
Erercise Program and the Partnership for Peace
program with available assets;

(2) an assessment of the training value of each
erercise covered in the report to each unit par-
ticipating in the erercise, including for each
such unit an assessment of the value of the per-
centage under subsection (b)(5) as an indicator
of the training value of the exercise jor that
unit; and

(3) options to minimize the negative effects on
operational and personnel tempo resulting from
the CJCS Exercise Program and the Partnership
Jor Peace program.

(d) FUNDING LIMITATION PENDING RECEIPT OF
REPORT.—Of the funds available for fiscal year
1998 for the conduct of the CISC Exercise Pro-
gram, not more than 50 percent may be ex-
pended before the report under subseclion (a) is
submitted.

SEC. 317. QUARTERLY REPORTS ON EXECUTION
OF OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Chapter 23 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 483, as added by section 315, the
following new section:

“$484. Quarterly reports on execution of oper-

ation and maintenance appropriations

“(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 60
days after the end of each quarter of a fiscal
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year, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the Committee on Armed Services and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate and the
Committee on National Security and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report containing budget erecu-
tion data for each budget activity group (known
as a ‘subactivity') within the annual operation
and maintenance appropriations for the period
covered by the report. A report shall cover all
preceding quarters of the fiscal year involved.

“(b) MANNER OF PRESENTING DATA.—The
budget erecution data required under subsection
(a) shall be displayed for the fiscal year in-
volved in the same manner used in the operation
and maintenance tables contained in the budget
justification document entitled ‘O-1 Exhibit’
submitted to Congress in support of the budget
of the Department of Defense, as included in the
budget of the President submitted under section
1105 of title 31.

“fc) REQUIRED INFORMATION.—The following
information shall be provided for each budget
activity group:

“(1) Amounts authorized to be appropriated.

“(2) Amounts appropriated.

“(3) Direct obligations.

““(4) Total obligational authority.

“'(5) Amounts related to unbudgeted contin-
gency operations,

"(6) Direct obligations related to unbudgeted
contingency operations.".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
4483, as added by section 315, the following new
item.

‘'484. Quarterly reports on erecution of oper-
ation and maintenance appro-
priations."”.

Subtitle C—Civilian Personnel
SEC. 321. PAY PRACTICES WHEN OVERSEAS
TEACHERS TRANSFER TO GENERAL
SCHEDULE POSITIONS.

Section 5334(d) of title 5, United States Code,
is amended by striking out *‘is deemed increased
by 20 percent’ and inserting in lieu thereof
“shall be increased by such amount as may be
authorized, if any, under regulations issued by
the Secretary of Defense, but not to exceed 20
percent,’.

SEC. 322. USE OF APPROVED FIRE-SAFE ACCOM-

MODATIONS BY GOVERNMENT EM-
PLOYEES ON OFFICIAL BUSINESS.

(@) PERCENTAGE USE REQUIREMENT.—Section
5707a of title 5, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating subsections (a) through
(d) as subsections (b) through (e), respectively;
and

(2) by inserting after the section heading the
following new subsection:

“(a)(1) For the purpose of making payments
under this chapter for lodging exrpenses incurred
in a State, each agency shall ensure that not
less than 90 percent of the commercial-lodging
room nights for employees of that agency for a
fiscal year are booked in approved places of
public accommaodation.

‘“(2) Each agency shall establish explicit pro-
cedures to satisfy the percentage requirement of
paragraph (1).".

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Such section is further
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

“(f) For purposes of this section:

(1) The term ‘agency' does not include the
government of the District of Columbia.

“(2) The term ‘approved places of public ac-
commodation’ means hotels, motels, and other
places of public accommodation that are listed
by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
as meeting the requirements of the fire preven-
tion and control guidelines described in section
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29 of the Federal Fire Prevention and Control

Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 2225).

“(3) The term ‘State’ means any State, the
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands, the Trust Territory of the Pa-
cific Islands, the Virgin Islands, Guam, Amer-
ican Samoa, or any other territory or possession
of the United States."'.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such section
is further amended—

(1) in subsection (b), as redesignated by sub-
section (a)(1)—

(A) by striking out '‘places of public accommo-
dation that meet the requirements of the fire
prevention and control guidelines described in
section 29 of the Federal Fire Prevention and
Control Act of 1974" and inserting in lieu there-
of “approved places of public accommodation’’;
and

(B) by striking out ‘as defined in section 4 of
the Federgl Fire Prevention and Control Act of
1974'";

(2) in subsection (c), as redesignated by sub-
section (a)(1), by striking out *“'does not meet the
requirements of the fire prevention and control
guidelines described in section 29 of the Federal
Fire Prevention and Control Act of 1974 and
inserting in liew thereof “‘is not an approved
place of public accommodation’’; and

(3) in subsection (e), as redesignated by sub-
section (a)(1)—

(A) by striking out "encourage’’ and inserting
in lieu thereof “‘facilitate the ability of '; and

(B) by striking out “places of public accommo-
dation that meet the requirements of the fire
prevention and control guidelines described in
section 29 of the Federal Fire Prevention and
Control Act of 1974"" and inserting in lieu there-
of “approved places of public accommodation’'.

(d) REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later
than March 31, 1998, the Administrator of Gen-
eral Services, after consultation with the agen-
cies covered by section §5707a of title 5, United
States Code, shall submit to Congress a report
describing the procedures established by each
agency to satisfy the percentage requirement im-
posed by subsection (a) of such section, as
amended by this section.

Subtitle D—Depot-Level Activities

SEC. 331. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR AVIA-
TION DEPOTS AND NAVAL SHIP-
YARDS TO ENGAGE IN DEFENSE-RE-
LATED PRODUCTION AND SERVICES.

Section 1425(e) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law
101-510; 104 Stat. 1684) is amended by striking
out "‘September 30, 1997"" and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘September 30, 1999"".

SEC. 332. EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN LARGE MAIN-
TENANCE AND REPAIR PROJECTS
FROM PERCENTAGE LIMITATION ON
CONTRACTING FOR DEPOT-LEVEL
MAINTENANCE.

Section 2466 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by inserting after subsection (a) the
Sfollowing new subsection:

“(b) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN LARGE
ProJECTS.—If a maintenance or repair project
concerning an aircraft carrier or submarine that
is contracted for performance by non-Federal
Government personnel and that accounts for
five percent or more of the funds made available
in a fiscal year to a military department or a
Defense Agency for depot-level maintenance
and repair workload, the project and the funds
necessary for the project shall not be considered
when applying the percentage limitation speci-
fied in subsection (a) to that military depart-
ment or Defense Agency.’'.

SEC. 333. RESTRICTIONS ON CONTRACTS FOR
PERFORMANCE OF DEPOT-LEVEL
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR AT CER-
TAIN FACILITIES.

(a) DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR
DEFINED.—(1) Chapter 146 of title 10, United
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States Code, is amended by inserting before sec-

tion 2461 the following new section:

“$2460. Definition of depot-level maintenance
and repair

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—In this chapter, the term
‘depot-level maintenance and repair’ means ma-
terial maintenance or repair requiring the over-
haul, upgrading, or rebuilding of parts, assem-
blies, or subassemblies, and the testing and rec-
lamation of equipment as necessary, regardless
of the source of funds for the maintenance or re-
pair. The term includes all aspects of software
maintenance and such portions of interim con-
tractor support, contractor logistics support, or
any similar contractor support for the perform-
ance of services that are described in the pre-
ceding sentence.

“'(b) EXCEPTION.—The term does not include
the procurement of a major weapon system
modification or wupgrade, ercept where the
changes to the system are primarily for safety
reasons, to correct a deficiency, or to improve
program performance.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting before the
item relating to section 2461 the following new
item:

“2460. Definition of depot-level maintenance
and repair."’.

(b) RESTRICTION ON CERTAIN CONTRACTS.—
Section 2469 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsections (a) and (b), by striking out
“or repair" and inserting in lieu thereof “‘and
repair'’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(d) RESTRICTION ON CONTRACTS AT CERTAIN
FACILITIES.—

*“(1) RESTRICTION.—The Secretary of Defense
may not enter into any contract for the perform-
ance of depot-level maintenance and repair of
weapon systems or other military equipment of
the Department of Defense, or for the perform-
ance of management junctions related to depot-
level maintenance and repair of such systems or
equipment, at any military installation where a
depot-level maintenance and repair facility was
approved in 1995 for closure under the Defense
Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part
A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C.
2687 note). In the preceding sentence, the term
‘military installation’ includes a former military
installation closed under the Act that was a
military installation when it was approved for
closure under the Act.

‘“(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply with respect to an installation or former
installation described in such paragraph if the
Secretary of Defense certifies to Congress, notl
later than 45 days before entering into a con-
tract for depot-level maintenance and repair at
the installation or former installation, that—

“(A) not less than 80 percent of the capacity
at each of the depot-level maintenance and re-
pair activities of the military department con-
cerned is being utilized on an ongoing basis to
perform industrial operations in support of the
depot-level maintenance and repair of weapon
systems and other military equipment of the De-
partment of Defense;

“(B) the Secretary has determined, on the
basis of a detailed analysis (which the Secretary
shall submit to Congress with the certification),
that the total amount of the costs of the pro-
posed contract to the Government, both recur-
ring and nonrecurring and including any costs
associated with planning for and erecuting the
proposed contract, would be less than the costs
that would otherwise be incurred if the depol-
level maintenance and repair to be performed
under the contract were performed using equip-
ment and facilities of the Department of De-
Jense;
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“(C) all of the information upon which the
Secretary determined that the total costs to the
Government would be less under the contract is
available for examination; and

“(D) none of the depot-level maintenance and
repair to be performed under the contract was
considered, before July 1, 1995, to be a core logis-
tics capability of the military depariment con-
cerned pursuant to section 2464 of this title.

“(3) CAPACITY OF DEPOT-LEVEL ACTIVITIES.—
For purposes of paragraph (2)(A), the capacity
of depot-level maintenance and repair activities
shall be considered to be the same as the max-
imum potential capacity identified by the De-
fense Base Closure and Realignment Commis-
sion for purposes of the selection in 1995 of mili-
tary installations for closure or realignment
under the Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act of 1990, withoul regard, after 1995, to
any limitation on the marimum number of Fed-
eral employees (erpressed as full time equivalent
employees or otherwise), Federal employment
levels, or the actual availability of equipment to
support depot-level maintenance and repair,

“(4) GAO REVIEW.—At the same lime that the
Secretary submits the certification and analysis
to Congress under paragraph (2), the Secretary
shall submit a copy of the certification and
analysis to the Comptroller General. The Comp-
troller General shall review the analysis and the
information referred to in subparagraph (C) of
paragraph (2) and, not later than 30 days after
Congress receives the certification, submit to
Congress a report containing a statement re-
garding whether the Comptroller General con-
curs with the determination of the Secretary in-
cluded in the certification pursuant to subpara-
graph (B) of that paragraph.

“(5) APPLICATION.—This subsection shall
apply with respect to any contract described in
paragraph (1) that is entered into, or proposed
to be entered into, after January 1, 1997."".

SEC. 334. CORE LOGISTICS FUNCTIONS OF DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

Section 2464(a) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking out “‘a logis-
tics capability (including personnel, equipment,
and facilities)"" and inserting in lieu thereof “‘a
core logistics capability that is Government-
owned and Government-operated (including
Government personnel and Government-owned
and Government-operated equipment and facili-
ties)'";

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking out ‘‘the lo-
gistics" and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘the core
logistics’'; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

“(3) Those core logistics activities identified
under paragraphs (1) and (2) shall include the
capability, facilities, and equipment to maintain
and repair all types of weapon systems and
other military equipment that are identified by
the Secretary, in consultation with the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, as necessary to enable the armed
forces to fulfill the national military strategy,
including the capability and capacity to main-
tain and repair any new mission-essential weap-
on system or materiel within four years after the
system or materiel achieves initial operational
capability.

“(4) The Secretary of Defense shall require the
performance of core logistics activities identified
under paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) at Govern-
ment-owned, Government-operated facilities of
the Department of Defense (including Govern-
ment-owned, Government-operated facilities of a
military department) and shall assign such fa-
cilities sufficient workload to ensure cost effi-
ciency and technical proficiency in peacetime
while preserving the surge capacity and recon-
stitution capabilities necessary to meet the mili-
tary contingencies provided for in the national
military strategy.”'.
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SEC. 335. CENTERS OF INDUSTRIAL AND TECH-
NICAL EXCELLENCE.

(@) DESIGNATION AND PURPOSE.—(1) Chapter
146 of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new section:
“§2474. Centers of Industrial and Technical

Excellence: designation; public-private part-

nerships

“(a) DESIGNATION.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense shall designate each depot-level activity of
the military departments and the Defense Agen-
cies (other than facilities approved for closure or
major realignmeni under the Defense Base Clo-
sure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title
XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S8.C. 2687
note)) as a Center of Industrial and Technical
Excellence in the recognized core competencies
of the activity.

*(2) The Secretary shall establish a policy to
encourage the Secretary of each military depart-
ment and the head of each Defense Agency to
reengineer industrial processes and adopt best-
business practices at their depot-level activities
in connection with their core competency re-
quirements, so as lo serve as recognized leaders
in their core competencies throughout the De-
partment of Defense and in the national tech-
nology and industrial base (as defined in section
2500(1) of this title).

“(b) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS.—The
Secretary of Defense shall enable Centers of In-
dustrial and Technical Excellence to form pub-
lic-private partnerships for the performance of
depot-level maintenance and repair and shall
encourage the use of such partnerships to maxi-
mize the utilization of the capacity at such Cen-
ters.

‘“(c) ADDITIONAL WORK.—The policy required
under subsection (a) shall include measures to
enable a private sector entity that enters into a
partnership arrangement under subsection (b) or
leases excess equipment and facilities at a Cen-
ter of Industrial and Technical Excellence pur-
suant to section 2471 of this title to perform ad-
ditional work at the Center, subject to the limi-
tations outlined in subsection (b) of such sec-
tion, outside of the types of work normally as-
signed to the Center.".

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

“2474. Centers of Industrial and Technical Ez-
cellence: designation; public-pri-
vate partnerships."".

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later than
March 1, 1998, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress a report on the policies es-
tablished by the Secretary pursuant to section
2474 of title 10, United States Code, to implement
the reguirements of such section. The report
shall include—

(1) the details of any public-private partner-
ships entered into as of that date under sub-
section (b) of such section,

(2) the details of any leases entered into as of
that date under section 2471 of such title with
authorized entities for dual-use (military and
nonmilitary) purposes; and

(3) the effect that the partnerships and leases
had on capacity utilization, depot rate struc-
tures, and readiness.

SEC. 336, PERSONNEL REDUCTIONS, ARMY DE-

POTS PARTICIPATING IN ARMY
?:;:ZELQAD AND PERFORMANCE SYS-

The Secretary of the Army may not carry out
a reduction in force of civilian employees at the
five Army depots participating in the dem-
onstration and testing of the Army Workload
and Performance System until after the date on
which the Secretary submits to Congress a ve-
port certifying that—

(1) the Army Workload and Performance Sys-
tem is fully operational; and
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(2) the manpower audits being performed by
the Comptroller General, the Army Audit Agen-
cy, and the Inspector General of the Army as of
the date of the enactment of this Act have been
completed.

Subtitle E—Environmental Provisions
SEC. 341. REVISION OF MEMBERSHIP TERMS FOR
STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAM SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD.

Section 2904(b) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended in paragraph (4) by striking out
“three” and inserting in lieu thereof *not less
than two and not more than four".

SEC. 342. AMENDMENTS TO AUTHORITY TO
ENTER INTO AGREEMENTS WITH
OTHER AGENCIES IN SUPPORT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY
CERTIFICATION.

(a) AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO AGREEMENTS
WITH INDIAN TRIBES.—Section 327 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat, 2483) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting “, or with
an Indian tribe,"" after "with an agency of a
State or local government'';

(2) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f); and

{3) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘““(e) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘Indian tribe’ has the meaning given that term
by section 101(36) of the Comprehensive Envi-
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Liabil-
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601(36))."".

(b) ELIMINATION OF CERTAIN LIMITATION ON
AUTHORITY.—Subsection (b)(1) of such section is
amended by striking out “in carrying out ils en-
vironmental restoration activities™'.

SEC. 343. AUTHORIZATION TO PAY NEGOTIATED
SETTLEMENT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL
CLEANUP AT FORMER DEPARTMENT
OF DEFENSE SITES IN CANADA.

(@) AUTHORIZATION.—To the extent provided
in appropriations Acts, the Secretary of Defense
may pay an amount to the Government of Can-
ada of not more than $100,000,000 (in fiscal year
1996 constant dollars), for purposes of imple-
menting the October 1996 negotiated settlement
between the United States and Canada relating
to environmental cleanup at various sites in
Canada that were formerly used by the Depart-
ment of Defense.

(b) METHOD OF PAYMENT.—The amount au-
thorized by subsection (a) shall be paid in 10 an-
nual payments, with the first payment made in
fiscal year 1958,

(c) FiscAL YEAR 1998 PAYMENT.—The payment
under this section for fiscal year 1998 shall be
made from amounts appropriated pursuant to
section 301(5).

SEC. 344. MODIFICATIONS OF AUTHORITY TO
STORE AND DISPOSE OF NON-
DEFENSE TOXIC AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS.

(@) AUTHORITY TO STORE MATERIALS OWNED
BY MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.—Section
2692(a) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) by inserting “‘either' before by the De-
partment’’; and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: "‘or by a member of the armed
forces (or a dependent of the member) assigned
to or provided military housing on the installa-
tion’",

(b) ADDITIONAL EXCEPTION TO LIMITATION ON
STORAGE AND DISPOSAL.—Section 2692(b) of
such title is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(9) as paragraphs (2) through (10), respectively;
and

(2) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so re-
designated) the following new paragraph (1);
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“(1) the storage, treatment, or disposal of ma-
terials that will be or have been used in connec-
tion with an activity of the Department of De-
fense or in connection with a service to be per-
Jormed on an installation of the Department for
the benefit of the Department;"’.

(c) MODIFICATION TO EXCEPTION RELATING TO
STORAGE OR DISPOSAL OF EXPLOSIVES TO ASSIST
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES.—Section 2692(b)
of such title is amended in paragraph (3) (as re-
designated by subsection (b))—

(1) by striking out “ Federal law enforcement”
and inserting in lieuw thereof *'Federal, State, or
local law enforcement”; and

(2) by striking out ‘‘Federal agency' and in-
serting in lieu thereof “'Federal, State, or local
agency''.

(d) MODIFICATION TO EXCEPTION RELATING TO
STORAGE OF MATERIAL IN CONNECTION WITH
USE OF A DEFENSE FACILITY. —Section 2692(b) of
such title is amended in paragraph (9) (as redes-
ignated by subsection (b))—

(1) by striking out “by a private person in
connection with the authorized and compatible
use by that person of an industrial-type’ and
inserting in lieu thereof “‘in connection with the
authorized use of a'’; and

(2) by striking out *‘; and'’ at the end and in-
serting in lieu thereof the following: *‘including
the use of such a facility for testing materiel
and training personnel;"".

(e) MODIFICATION TO EXCEPTION RELATING TO
TREATMENT AND DISPOSAL OF MATERIAL IN CON-
NECTION WITH USE OF A DEFENSE FACILITY.—
Section 2692(b) of such title is amended in para-
graph (10) (as redesignated by subsection (b)) —

(1) by striking out “by a private person in
connection with the authorized and compatible
commercial use by that person of an industrial-
type" and inserting in lieu thereof “‘in connec-
tion with the authorized use of a”’;

(2) by striking out “‘with that person’' and in-
serting in lieu thereof “‘or agreement with the
prospective user'’;

(3) by striking out ‘‘for that person’s" in sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting in lieu thereof *‘for
the prospective user's’’; and

(4) by striking out the period at the end and
inserting in lieu thereof *'; and’".

(f) ADDITIONAL EXCEPTION RELATING TO
SPACE LAUNCH FacILITIES—Section 2692(b) of
such title is further amended by adding at the
end the following new paragraph:

“(11) the storage of any material that is not
owned by the Department of Defense if the Sec-
retary of the military department concerned de-
termines that the material is required or gen-
erated in comnection with the use of a space
launch facility located on an installation of the
Department of Defense or on other land con-
trolled by the United States.”'.

(g) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section
2692(a)(1) of such title is amended by striking
out “‘storage’’ and inserting in lieu thereof
““storage, treatment,"".

(2) The heading for section 2692 of such title
is amended to read as follows:

“§2692. Storage, treatment, and disposal of
nondefense toxic and hazardous materials”.
(3) The item relating to section 2692 in the

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 159

of such title is amended to read as follows:

2692, Storage, treatment, and disposal of non-
defense toric and hazardous ma-
terials.".

SEC. 345. REVISION OF REPORT REQUIREMENT
FOR NAVY PROGRAM TO MONITOR
ECOLOGICAL EFFECTS OF
ORGANOTIN.

Section 333(e) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law
104-201; 110 Stat. 2486) is amended—

(1) by striking out “June 1'' and inserting in
lieu thereof "*October 30";
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(2) by striking out paragraphs (1) and (2);

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as
paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(3) A description of the present and future
use, if any, of antifouling paints containing
organotin on naval vessels.".

SEC. 346. PARTNERSHIPS FOR INVESTMENT IN IN-
NOVATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL TECH-
NOLOGIES.

(@) AUTHORITY.—Subject to subsection (b), the
Secretary of Defense may enter into a pariner-
ship with one or more private sector entities to
demonstrate and validate innovative environ-
mental technologies.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense
may enter into a partnership with respect to an
environmental technology under subsection
(a)—

(1) subject to such terms and conditions as the
Secretary considers appropriate and in the na-
tional interest; and

(2) only if the Secretary determines that the
technology has clear potential to be of signifi-
cant value to the Department of Defense in car-
rying out its environmental activities.

(c) FUNDING—Under a partnership entered
into under subsection (a), the Secretary may
provide funds to the partner or partners from
appropriations available to the Department of
Defense for environmental activities, for a pe-
riod of up to five years.

(d) REPORT.—In the annual report required
under section 2706(a) of title 10, United States
Code, the Secretary of Defense shall include the
Jollowing information with respect to partner-
ships entered into under this section:

(1) The number of such partnerships.

(2) A description of the nature of the tech-
nology involved in each such partnership.

(3) A list of all partners in such parinerships.

(e) COORDINATION.—The Secretary of Defense
shall ensure that the Department of Defense co-
ordinates with the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency in any verification
sponsored by the Department of technologies
demonstirated and validated by a partnership
entered into under this section.

(f) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity to enter into agreements under subsection (a)
shall terminate three years after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

SEC. 347. PILOT PROGRAM TO TEST AN ALTER-
NATIVE TECHNOLOGY FOR ELIMI-
NATING SOLID AND LIQUID WASTE
EMISSIONS DURING SHIP OPER-
ATIONS.

(@) DETERMINATION BY SECRETARY OF THE
NAvY.—(1) The Secretary of the Navy shall
make a determination whether the alternative
technology described in paragraph (2) has the
clear potential for significant benefit to the
Navy.

(2) The technology referred to in paragraph
(1) is an alternative technology designed to ther-
mally treat on shipboard all kinds of liquid and
solid wastes generated on an operating ship by
means of a plasma arc melter system that is
compact, stationary, and uses a high alumina
refractory hearth.

(b) PrLor PROGRAM.—If the determination
made under subsection (a)(1) is in the affirma-
tive, the Secretary shall establish a pilot pro-
gram to test the alternative technology. In con-
ducting the test, the Secretary shall seek to dem-
onstrate whether the technology is valid, cost-
effective, and in compliance with environmental
laws and regulations.

(c) FUNDING.—From funds appropriated pur-
suant to the authorization in section 301(2), the
Secretary of the Navy may use not more than
84,000,000 to carry out the pilot program.

(d) REPORT.—(1) If the determination made
under subsection (a)(1) is in the affinmative,
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upon completion of the test conducted under the
pilot program the Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and
the Committee on National Securily of the
House of Representatives a report setting forth
in detail the results of the test. The report shall
include recommendations on whether the alter-
native technology merits implementation on
naval vessels and such other recommendations
as the Secretary considers appropriate.

(2) If the determination made under sub-
section (a)(1) is in the negative, the Secretary
shall submit to the committees referred to in
paragraph (1) a report containing the analysis
and data used by the Secretary in making the
determination and such other recommendations
as the Secretary considers appropriate.

Subtitle F—Commissaries and
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities
SEC. 361. REORGANIZATION OF LAWS REGARDING
COMMISSARIES AND EXCHANGES
AND OTHER MORALE, WELFARE, AND

RECREATION ACTIVITIES.

(a) DESCRIPTION OF CHAPTER.—(1) The head-
ing of chapter 147 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:
“CHAPTER 147—COMMISSARIES AND EX-

CHANGES AND OTHER MORALE, WEL-

FARE, AND RECREATION ACTIVITIES™.

(2) The tables of chapters at the beginning of
subtitle A, and at the beginning of part IV of
subtitle A, of such title are amended by striking
out the item relating to chapter 147 and insert-
ing in lieu thereof the following new item:

“147. Commissaries and E.rchanges

and Other Morale, Welfare, and
Recreation Activities . s AR,

(b) TRANSFER AND Rsnxsmmncm OF UNRE-
LATED PROVISIONS.—(1) Section 2481 of title 10,
United States Code, is transferred to chapter 159
of such title, inserted after section 2685, and re-
designated as section 2686.

(2) Sections 2483 and 2490 of such title are
transferred to the end of subchapter III of chap-
ter 169 of such title and redesignated as sections
2867 and 2868, respectively.

(3) Section 2491 of such title is redesignated as
section 2500.

(¢) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 147 of title
10, United States Code, is amended by striking
out the items relating to sections 2481, 2483, and
2490.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of

chapter 159 of such title is amended by inserting

after the item relating to section 2685 the fol-
lowing new item:

““2686. Utilities and services: sale; expansion and
extension of systems and facili-
ties.'".

(3) The table of sections at the beginning of
subchapter Il of chapter 169 of such title is
amended by adding at the end the following
new items:

“'2867. Sale of electricity from alternate energy
and cogeneration production fa-
cilities.

2868, Utility services: furnishing for certain
buildings.".

{4) The table of sections al the beginning of
subchapter I of chapter 148 of such title is
amended by striking out the item relating to sec-
tion 2491 and inserting in lieu thereof the jol-
lowing new item:

2500, Definitions,"".

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section
2534(d) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by striking out “‘section 2491(1)"" both places
it appears and inserting in liew thereof “'section
2500(1)"".

(2) Section 2865(b)(2) of such title is amended
by striking out “section 2483(b)(2)'' and insert-
ing in lieu thereof *‘'section 2867(b)(2)"".
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SEC. 362. MERCHANDISE AND PRICING REQUIRE-
MENTS FOR COMMISSARY STORES.

(a) AUTHORIZED COMMISSARY MERCHANDISE
CATEGORIES.—Subsection (b) of section 2486 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out the matter preceding para-
graph (1) and inserting in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing: ‘(b) AUTHORIZED COMMISSARY MER-
CHANDISE CATEGORIES.—Merchandise sold in,
at, or by commissary stores may include items
only in the following categories;"; and

(2) by striking out paragraph (11) and insert-
ing in lieu thereof the following new paragraph:

“(11) Subject to the congressional nolification
requirements of subsection (f), such other mer-
chandise categories as the Secretary of Defense
may prescribe.”’.

(b) ALTERATION OF UNIFORM SALES PRICE
SURCHARGE OR ADJUSTMENT.—Subsection (c) of
such section is amended—

(1) by inserting “UNIFORM SALES PRICE SUR-
CHARGE OR ADJUSTMENT.—"" after ‘‘(c)"';

(2) by striking out *‘in commissary stores."
and inserting in lieu thereof “'in, at, or by com-
missary storves."'; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: “‘The uniform percentage in effect on
the date of the enactment of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998
may not be changed ercept by a law enacted
after such date."'.

(c) ESTABLISHMENT OF SALES PRICE.—Sub-
section (d) of such section is amended to read as
Jollows:

“(d) SALES PRICE ESTABLISHMENT.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall establish the sales price
of each item of merchandise sold in, at, or by
commissary stores at the level that will recoup
the actual product cost of the item (consistent
with this section and sections 2484 and 2685 of
this title)."".

(d) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION; SPECIAL
RULES.—Such section is further amended by
adding at the end the following new sub-
sections:

“(f) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—(1) Any
change in the pricing policies for merchandise
sold in, at, or by commissary stores, and any ad-
dition of a merchandise category under sub-
section (a)(11), shall not take effect until the
Secretary of Defense submits written notice of
the proposed change or addition to Congress
and a period of 90 days of continuous session of
Congress exrpires following the date on which
notice was received.

“(2) For purposes of this subsection, the con-
tinuity of a session of Congress is broken only
by an adjournment of the Congress sine die, and
the days on which either House is not in session
because of an adjournment or recess of more
than three days to a day certain are excluded in
a computation of such 90-day period.

“(g) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN MERCHAN-
DISE.—(1) Notwithstanding the general require-
ment that merchandise sold in, at, or by com-
missary stores be commissary store inventory,
the Secretary of Defense may authorize the sale
of items in the merchandise calegories specified
in paragraph (2) as noncommissary store inven-
tory. Subsections (c¢) and (d) shall not apply to
the pricing of such items of merchandise.

“(2) The merchandise categories referred to in
paragraph (1) are as follows:

“(A) Magazines and other periodicals.

“(B) Tobacco products.”.

(¢) CLERICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—Such section is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting "IN GEN-
ERAL—""after “(a)"; and

(2) in subsection (e)—

(A) by inserting “SPECIAL RULE FOR BRAND-
NAME COMMERCIAL ITEMS.—"" after “'(e)"'; and

(B) by striking out “‘in commissary stores'
both places it appears and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘‘in, at, or by commissary stores''.
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(f) EFFECT OF AMENDMENT.—(1) In the case of
merchandise categories authorized, before the
date of the enactment of this Act, for sale in, at,
or by commissary stores pursuant to regulations
prescribed under subsection (b)(11) of section
2486 of title 10, United States Code, as in effect
before such date, the Secretary of Defense may
continue to authorize the sale of such merchan-
dise categories in, at, or by commissary stores
after such date notwithstanding the amendment
made by subsection (a)(2). However, the sale in
commissary store of such merchandise categories
shall be subject to the other requirements of
such section 2466.

(2) Not later than 30 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to Congress a report specifying the
commissary merchandise categories covered by
paragraph (1).

SEC. 363. LIMITATION ON NONCOMPETITIVE PRO-
CUREMENT OF BRAND-NAME COM-
MERCIAL ITEMS FOR RESALE IN
COMMISSARY STORES.

Section 2486(e) of title 10, United States Code,
as amended by section 362(e)(2), is Jurther
amended by adding at the end the following
new sentence: ‘‘In determining whether a brand
name commercial item is regularly sold outside
of commissary stores, the Secretary shall con-
sider only sales of the item on a regional or na-
tional basis by commercial grocery or other re-
tail operations consisting of multiple stores.".
SEC. 364. TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION OVER EX-

CHANGE, COMMISSARY, AND MO-
RALE, WELFARE, AND RECREATION
ACTIVITIES TO UNDER SECRETARY
OF DEFENSE (COMPTROLLER).

(@) COMPTROLLER JURISDICTION.—Section
135(c) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking out “and’ at the end of para-
graph (4);

(2) by striking out the period at the end of
paragraph (5) and inserting **; and'’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(6) in the areas of erchange, commissary,
and nonappropriated fund instrumentalities re-
garding morale, welfare, and recreation activi-
ties."".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 136(b)
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
striking out “‘erchange, commissary, and non-
appropriated fund activities,".

SEC. 365. PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS
T0 BENEFIT MORALE, WELFARE, AND
RECREATION ACTIVITIES.

(a) PARTNERSHIPS AUTHORIZED.—Chapter 147
of title 10, United States Code, as amended by
section 361, is further amended by inserting be-
Jore section 2482 the following new section:

“$2481. Morale, welfare, and recreation ac-
tivities: leases and other contracts to benefit

““(a) LEASES AND OTHER CONTRACTS AUTHOR-
1ZED.—The Secretary of Defense may authorize
a nonappropriated fund instrumentality to enter
into leases, licensing agreements, concession
agreements, and other contracts with private
persons and State or local governments involv-
ing real property (and related personal prop-
erty) under the control of the nonappropriated
fund instrumentality in order to facilitate the
provision of facilities, goods, or services to au-
thorized patrons of the nonappropriated jund
instrumentality.

“(b) CONDITIONS.—A mnonappropriated fund
instrumentality may enter into an authorized
lease or other contract under subsection (a) only
if the nonappropriated fund instrumentality de-
termines, in consultation with the Secretary of
Defense, that—

‘(1) the use of the property subject to the
lease or contract will provide appropriate space,
or contribute to the provision of goods and serv-
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ices, for a morale, welfare, or recreation activity
of the nonappropriated fund instrumentality;

“(2) the lease or contract will not be incon-
sistent with and will not adversely affect the
mission of the Department or the non-
appropriated fund instrumentality; and

“(3) the lease or contract will enhance the use
of the property subject to the lease or contract.

“(¢) ACCESS TO RESULTING FACILITIES, GOODS,
OR SERVICES.—The use of a lease or contract
under subsection (a) to provide facilities, goods,
or services shall not be construed to permit the
use of the resulting facilities, goods, or services
by persons who are not authorized patrons of
the monappropriated fund instrumentality that
is a party to the lease or contract.

“d) LEASE AND CONTRACT TERMS.—Sub-
section (b) of section 2667 of this title shall
apply to a lease or contract under subsection
(a), except that references to the Secretary con-
cerned shall be deemed to mean the mnon-
appropriated fund instrumentality that is a
party to the lease or contract.

“(e) MONEY RENTALS.—Money rentals re-
ceived pursuant to a lease or contract under
subsection (a) shall be treated in the same man-
ner as other receipts of the monappropriated
fund instrumentality that is a party to the lease
or contract, except that use of the rentals shall
be restricted to the installation at which the
property covered by the lease or contract is lo-
cated.

“(f) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘nonappropriated fund instrumentality’ means
the Army and Air Force Exrchange Service, Navy
Exchange Service Command, Marine Corps ex-
changes, or any other instrumentality of the
United States under the jurisdiction of the
armed forces which is conducted for the comfort,
pleasure, contentment, or physical or mental im-
provement of members of the armed forces.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 147 of such
title, as amended by section 361, is further
amended by inserting before the item relating to
section 2482 the following new item:

“2481. Morale, welfare, and recreation activi-
ties: leases and other contracts to
benefit."".

SEC. 366. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN AMOUNTS RE-

CEIVED BY DEFENSE COMMISSARY
AGENCY.

Section 2482 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

“fc) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN RECEIPTS.—(1)
The Defense Commissary Agency shall deposit
amounts received from the sources specified in
paragraph (2) into the same account in which
the proceeds from the adjustment of, or sur-
charge on, commissary store prices authorized
by subsection (a) of section 2685 of this title are
deposited. In such amounts as provided in ap-
propriations Acts, the amounts deposited under
this paragraph shall be available for the pur-
poses described in subsection (b) of such section.

“(2) Paragraph (1) shall apply with respect to
amounts received by the Defense Commissary
Agency from—

‘“(A) the sale of items for recycling;

“(B) the disposal of excess property;

“(C) license fees, royalties, incentive allow-
ances, and management and other fees; and

‘(D) a nonappropriated fund instrumentality
of the United States."'.

SEC. 367. AUTHORIZED USE OF APPROPRIATED
FUNDS FOR RELOCATION OF NAVY
EXCHANGE SERVICE COMMAND.

The Navy Erchange Service Command is not
required to reimburse the United States for ap-
propriated funds allotted to the Navy Erchange
Service Command during fiscal years 1994, 1995,
and 1996 to cover costs incurred by the Navy Ex-
change Service Command to relocate to Virginia
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Beach, Virginia, and to lease headguarters

space in Virginia Beach.
Subtitle G—Other Matters

SEC. 371. ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL
AGENCIES THAT BENEFIT DEPEND-
ENTS OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES AND DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES.

(@) CONTINUATION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE PROGRAM FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998.—Of the
amount authorized to be appropriated pursuant
to section 301(5) for operation and maintenance
for Defense-wide activities—

(1) $30,000,000 shall be available for providing
educational agencies assistance (as defined in
subsection (d)(1)) to local educational agencies;
and

(2) $5.000,000 shall be available for making
educational agencies payments (as defined in
subsection (d)(2)) to local educational agencies.

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than June 30,
1998, the Secretary of Defense shall—

(1) notify each local educational agency that
is eligible for educational agencies assistance for
fiscal year 1998 of that agency's eligibility for
such assistance and the amount of such assist-
ance for which that agency is eligible; and

(2) notify each local educational agency that
is eligible for an educational agencies payment
for fiscal year 1998 of that agency's eligibility
for such payment and the amount of the pay-
ment for which that agency is eligible.

(c) DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall disburse funds made available
under paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a)
not later than 30 days after the date on which
notification to the eligible local educational
agencies is provided pursuant to subsection (b).

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘educational agencies assist-
ance" means assistance authorized under sec-
tion 386(b) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-
484; 20 U.8.C. 7703 note).

(2) The term “educational agencies payments'’
means payments authorized under section 386(d)
of the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102484, 20 U.S.C.
7703 note).

(3) The term “local educational agency'' has
the meaning given that term in section 8013(9) of
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S8.C. 7713(9)).

(e) TECHNICAL CORRECTION RELATING TO
ORIGINAL ~ ASSISTANCE  AUTHORITY.—Section
386(c)(1) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 20
U.S.C. 7703 note) is amended—

(1) by striking out “‘section 8003(a)” and in-
serting in lieu thereof ''section 8003(a)(1)"; and

(2) by striking out (20 U.S.C. 7703(a))’" and
inserting in lieu thereof *'(20 U.S8.C. T703(a)(1))"".
SEC. 372. CONTINUATION OF OPERATION MON-

GOOSE.

Section 135 of litle 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

“(f) The Under Secretary of Defense (Comp-
troller) shall be responsible for investigaling evi-
dence of fraud, waste, and abuse uncovered as
a result of the Department of Defense program
(known as Operation Mongoose) established to
identify and prevent fraud, waste, and abuse
within the Department of Defense, particularly
Sraud, waste, and abuse regarding finance and
accounting matters. The program shall continue
through fiscal year 2003.".

SEC. 373. INCLUSION OF AIR FORCE DEPOT MAIN-
TENANCE AS OPERATION AND MAIN-
TENANCE BUDGET ACTIVITY GROUP.

For fiscal year 1999 and each fiscal year
thereafter, Air Force depot-level maintenance of
materiel shall be displayed as one or more budg-
et activity groups (known as ‘‘subactivities'’)
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within the authorization request for Operation

and Maintenance, Air Force, in the proposed

budget for that fiscal year submitted to Congress

pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United

States Code.

SEC. 374. PROGRAMS TO COMMEMORATE 50TH
ANNIVERSARY OF MARSHALL PLAN
AND KOREAN CONFLICT.

(a) COMMEMORATIVE PROGRAMS.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense may conduct a program to
commemorate the 50th anniversary of the Mar-
shall Plan that provided for the reconstruction
of the economies of Western Europe following
World War I1.

(2) The Secretary may conduct a program to
commemorate the 50th anniversary of the Ko-
rean conflict.

(3) In conducting such commemorative pro-
grams, the Secretary may coordinate, support,
and facilitate other programs and activities of
the Federal Government, State and local govern-
ments, and other persons in commemoration of
the Marshall Plan or the Korean conflict.

(b) MARSHALL PLAN COMMEMORATIVE ACTIVI-
TIES.—The commemorative programs authorized
by subsection (a)(1) may include activities and
ceremonies—

(1) to honor George C. Marshall, who devel-
oped the Marshall Plan, jor a lifetime of service
to the United States as a commissioned officer of
the Army (including service during World War
II as Chief of Staff of the Army with the rank
of General of the Army) and as Secretary of De-
Jense and Secretary of State at the beginning of
the Cold War; and

(2) to provide the people of the United States
with a clear understanding and appreciation of
the significance of Marshall Plan.

(c) KOREAN CONFLICT COMMEMORATIVE AcC-
TIVITIES.—The commemorative programs author-
ized by subsection (a)(2) may include activities
and ceremonies—

(1) to provide the people of the United States
with a clear understanding and appreciation of
the lessons and history of the Korean conflict;

(2) to thank and honor veterans of the Korean
conflict and their families;

(3) to pay tribute to the sacrifices and con-
tributions made on the home front by the people
of the United States during the Korean conflict;

(3) to highlight advances in technology,
science, and medicine related to military re-
search conducted during the Korean conflict;

(4) to recognize the contributions and sac-
rifices made by the allies of the United States in
the Korean conflict; and

(5) to highlight the role of the Armed Forces
of the United States, then and now, in main-
taining world peace through strength.

(d) NAMES AND SYMBOLS.—The Secretary of
Defense shall have the sole and exclusive right
to use the names “The Department of Defense
50th Anniversary of the Marshall Plan", “50th
Anniversary of the Marshall Plan", and “The
Korean Conflict Commemoration', and such
seal, emblems, and badges incorporating such
names as the Secretary may lawfully adopt.
Nothing in this seclion may be construed to su-
persede rights that are established or vested be-
Jore the date of the enactment of this Act.

() COMMEMORATIVE ACCOUNT.—(1) There is
established in the Treasury an account to be
known as the "Department of Defense 50th An-
niversary of the Marshall Plan and Korean
Conflict Commemoration Account’, which shall
be administered by the Secretary of Defense as
a single account. There shall be deposited into
the account all proceeds derived from the Sec-
retary’s use of the exclusive rights described in
subsection (d). The Secretary may use funds in
the account only for the purpose of conducting
the commemorative programs authorized by sub-
section (a).

(2) Not later than 60 days after completion of
all activities and ceremonies conducted as part
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of the commemorative programs, the Secretary
shall submit to Congress a report containing an
accounting of all the funds deposited into and
exrpended from the account or otherwise exr-
pended under this section, and of any funds re-
maining in the account. Unobligated funds re-
maining in the account on that date shall be
held in the account until transferred by law.

(f) ACCEPTANCE OF VOLUNTARY SERVICES.—(1)
Notwithstanding section 1342 of title 31, United
States Code, the Secretary of Defense may ac-
cept from any person voluntary services to be
provided in furtherance of the commemorative
programs authorized by subsection (a).

(2) A person providing voluntary services
under this subsection shall be considered to be a
Federal employee for purposes of chapter 81 of
title 5, United States Code, relating lo com-
pensation for work-related injuries. The person
shall also be considered a special governmental
employee for purposes of standards of conduct
and sections 202, 203, 205, 207, 208, and 209 of
title 18, United states Code. A person who is not
otherwise employed by the Federal Government
shall not be considered to be a Federal employee
Jor any other purpose by reason of the provision
of voluntary services under this subsection.

(3) The Secretary may provide for reimburse-
ment of incidental expenses incurred by a per-
son providing voluntary services under this sub-
section. The Secretary shall determine which ex-
penses are eligible for reimbursement under this
paragraph.

SEC. 375. PROHIBITION ON USE OF SPECIAL OP-
ERATIONS COMMAND BUDGET FOR
BASE OPERATION SUPPORT.

Section 167(f) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively;

(2) by inserting (1)’ before “In addition'’;
and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“12) Funds provided for the special operations
command as part of the budget for the special
operations command under paragraph (1) may
not be used to cover base operation support exr-
penses incurred at a military installation.’'.

SEC. 376. CONTINUATION AND EXPANSION OF
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM TO
IDENTIFY OVERPAYMENTS MADE TO
VENDORS.

(@) SCOPE OF PROGRAM.—Section 354 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1996 (Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 268; 10
U.S.C. 2461 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out the sec-
ond sentence; and

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking out “‘of the
Defense Logistics Agency that relate to (at least)
fiscal years 1993, 1994, and 1995" and inserting
in lieu thereof ‘‘relating to fiscal years after fis-
cal year 1993 of the working-capital funds and
industrial, commercial, and support tupe activi-
ties managed through the Defense Business Op-
erations Fund, except the Defense Logistics
Agency to the ertent such records have already
been audited’'.

(b) COLLECTION METHOD; CONTRACTOR PAY-
MENTS.—Such section is further amended by
striking out subsections (d) and (e) and insert-
ing in lieuw thereof the following new sub-
sections:

“(d) COLLECTION METHOD.—In the case of an
overpayment to a vendor identified under the
demonstration program, the Secretary shall re-
quire the use of the procedures specified in sec-
tion 32.611 of the Federal Acguisition Regula-
tion, regarding a setoff against eristing invoices
for payment to the vendor, as the first method
by which the Department shall seek to recover
the amount of the overpayment (and any appli-
cable interest and penalties) from the vendor.

‘(e) FEES FOR CONTRACTOR.—The Secretary
shall pay to the contractor under the contract
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entered into under the demonstration program
an amount not to erceed 25 percent of the total
amount recovered by the Department (through
the collection of overpayments and the use of
setoffs) solely on the basis of information ob-
tained as a result of the audits performed by the
contractor under the program. When an over-
payment is recovered through the use of a
setoff, amounts for the required payment to the
contractor shall be derived from funds available
to the working-capital fund or industrial, com-
mercial, or support type activity for which the
overpayment is recovered."'.

SEC. 377. APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL PRINTING

REQUIREMENTS TO DEFENSE AUTO-
MATED PRINTING SERVICE.

(a) Subchapter I of chapter 8 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§195. Defense Automated Printing Service:
applicability of Federal printing require-
menis
“The Defense Automated Printing Service

shall comply fully with the requirements of

chapter 5 of title 44 relating to the production
and procurement of printing, binding, and
blank-book work.".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is
amended by adding at the end the following
new item:

““195. Defense Automated Printing Service: ap-
plicability of Federal printing re-
quirements.”.

SEC. 378. BASE OPERATIONS SUPPORT FOR MILI-

TARY INSTALLATIONS ON GUAM.

fa) CONTRACTOR USE OF NONIMMIGRANT
ALIENS.—Each contract for base operations sup-
port to be performed on Guam shall contain a
condition that work under the contract may not
be performed by any alien who is issued a visa
or otherwise provided nonimmigrant status
under section I01(a)(15)(H)(ii) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1101(a)(15)(H)(ii)).

(b) APPLICATION OF SECTION.—This section
shall apply to contracts entered into, amended,
or otherwise modified on or after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

TITLE IV—PERSONNEL AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.
The Armed Forces are authorized strengths

for active duty personnel as of September 30,

1998, as follows:

(1) The Army, 495,000,

(2) The Navy, 395,000.

(3) The Marine Corps, 174,000.

(4) The Air Force, 381,000.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE-
SERVE.

(@) IN GENERAL—The Armed Forces are au-
thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per-
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 1998, as follows:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 366,516.

(2) The Army Reserve, 208,000.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 94,294.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 42,000,

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 107 ,377.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 73,431.

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 8,000.

(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY,—The Secretary of De-
Jense may vary the end strength authorized by
subsection (a) by not more than 2 percent.

(¢) ADJUSTMENTS.—The end strengths pre-
scribed by subsection (a) for the Selected Re-
serve of any reserve component shall be propor-
tionately reduced by—
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(1) the total authorized strength of units orga-
nized to serve as units of the Selected Reserve of
such component which are on active duty (other
than for training) at the end of the fiscal year;
and
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“Grade Army | Navy F..-iir ?gf?;
e Corps
E-9 ... 627 202 an 20
E$§.... 2,585 429 900 94",

(2) the total number of individual members not
in units organized to serve as units of the Se-
lected Reserve of such component who are on
active duty (other than for training or for un-
satisfactory participation in training) without
their consent at the end of the fiscal year.
Whenever such units or such individual mem-
bers are released from active duty during any
fiscal year, the end strength prescribed for such
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such re-
serve component shall be proportionately in-
creased by the total authorized strengths of
such units and by the total number of such indi-
vidual members.

SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-
TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES.

Within the end strengths prescribed in section
41l(a), the reserve components of the Armed
Forces are authorized, as of September 30, 1998,
the following number of Reserves to be serving
on full-time active duty or full-time duty, in the
case of members of the National Guard, for the
purpose of organizing, administering, recruiting,
instructing, or training the reserve components:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 22,310.

(2) The Army Reserve, 11,500.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 16,136.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,559.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 10,616.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 748.

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY TECH.
NICIANS (DUAL STATUS).

{a) AUTHORIZATION FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998.—
The minimum number of military technicians
(dual status) as of the last day of fiscal year
1998 for the reserve components of the Army and
the Air Force (notwithstanding section 129 of
title 10, United States Code) shall be the fol-
lowing:

(1) For the Army Reserve, 5,503.

(2) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 23,125,

(3) For the Air Force Reserve, 9,802.

(4) For the Air National Guard of the United
States, 22,853.

(b) REQUESTS FOR FUTURE FISCAL YEARS.—
Section 115(g) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new sentence: “'In each budget submitted by the
President to Congress under section 1105 of title
31, the end strength requested for military tech-
nicians (dual status) for each reserve component
of the Army and Air Force shall be specifically
set forth.".

SEC. 414. INCREASE IN NUMBER OF MEMBERS IN
CERTAIN GRADES AUTHORIZED TO
SERVE ON ACTIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT
OF THE RESERVES.

(a) OFFICERS.—The table in section 12011(a) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended to read
as follows:

4 Ay | Me
Grade Army | Navy Force | Tine
" | Corps

Major or Lieutenant

Commander ........| 3,219 | 1,071 673 140
Lieutenant Colonel

or Commander ....| 1524 520 672 90
Colonel or Navy

Capitin'.. .\ denee 437 188 274 30",

(b) SENIOR ENLISTED MEMBERS.—The table in
section 12012(a) of such title is amended to read
as follows:

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 421. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel for fiscal year 1998 a total of
$69,539,862,000. The authorization in the pre-
ceding sentence supersedes any other authoriza-
tion of appropriations (definite or indefinite) for
such purpose for fiscal year 1998.

TITLE V—-MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy

SEC. 501. LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF GENERAL
AND FLAG OFFICERS WHO MAY
SERVE IN POSITIONS OUTSIDE
THEIR OWN SERVICE.
(a) IN GENERAL—Chapter 41 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“$721. General and flag officers: limitation on
appointments, assignments, details, and du-
ties outside an officer’s own service
“(a) LIMITATION.—An officer described in sub-

section (b) may not be appointed, assigned, or

detailed for a period in excess of 90 days to a po-
sition external to that officer's armed force if,
immediately following such appointment, as-
signment, or detail, the number of officers de-
scribed in subsection (b) serving in positions ex-
ternal to such officers’ armed force for a period

in ercess of 90 days would be in ercess of 24.5

percent of the total number of such officers.

“(b) COVERED OFFICERS.—The officers covered
by subsection (a), and to be counted for the pur-
poses of the limitation in that subsection, are
the following:

“(1) Any general or flag officer counted for
purposes of section 526(a) of this title.

“(2) Any general or flag officer serving in a
joint duty assignment position designated by the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff under sec-
tion 526(b) of this title.

“(3) Any colonel or Navy captain counted for
purposes of section 777(d)(1) of this title.

“(c) EXTERNAL POSITIONS.—For purposes of
this section, the following positions shall be con-
sidered to be erternal to an officer’s armed
force:

“(1) Any position (including a position in
joint education) that is a joint duty assignment
for purposes of chapter 38 of this title.

“(2) Any position in the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense, a Defense Agency, or a De-
partment of Defense Field Activity.

“(3) Any position in the Joinl Chiefs of Staff,
the Joint Staff, or the headguarters of a combat-
ant command (as defined in chapter 6 of this
title).

“(4) Any position in the National Guard Bu-
reau.

“(5) Any position outside the Department of
Defense, including any position in the head-
quarters of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion or any other international military com-
mand, any combined or multinational command,
or military mission.

“(d) ASSIGNMENTS, ETC. FOR PERIODS IN EX-
CESS OF 90 DayS.—For purposes of this section,
the appointment, assignment, or detail of an of-
ficer to a position shall be considered to be for
a period in excess of 90 days unless the appoint-
ment, assignment, or detail specifies that it is
made a period of 90 days or less.

“(e) WAIVER DURING PERIOD OF WAR OR NA-
TIONAL EMERGENCY.—The President may sus-
pend the operation of this section during any
period of war or of national emergency declared
by Congress or the President.”.
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(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
“721. General and flag officers: limitation on

appointments, assignments, de-
tails, and duties outside an offi-
cer's own service."'.
SEC. 502. EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN RETIRED OFFI-
CERS FROM LIMITATION ON PERIOD
OF RECALL TO ACTIVE DUTY.

Effective October 1, 1997, section 688(e) of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)"" before ''A member''; and

(2) adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

“(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to the fol-
lowing officers:

“(A) A chaplain who is assigned to duty as a
chaplain for the period of active duty to which
ordered.

“(B) A health care professional (as character-
ized by the Secretary concerned) who is as-
signed to duty as a health care professional for
the period of active duty te which ordered.

“(C) An officer assigned to duty with the
American Battle Monuments Commission for the
period of active duty to which ordered."’.

SEC. 503. CLARIFICATION OF OFFICERS ELIGIBLE
FOR CONSIDERATION BY SELECTION
BOARDS.

() OFFICERS ON THE ACTIVE-DUTY LIST.—Sec-
tion 619(d) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking out ‘“grade—'" in the matter
preceding paragraph (1) and inserting in lieu
thereof “grade any of the following officers:”;

(2) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking out “‘an officer’ and inserting
in lieu thereof “*An officer”; and

(B) by striking out *‘; or” at the end and in-
serting in lieu thereof a period; and

(3) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3) and in that paragraph striking out
“an officer” and inserting in lieu thereof “An
officer”’; and

(4) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2):

“(2) An officer who is recommended for pro-
motion to that grade in the report of an earlier
selection board convened under that section, in
the case of such a report that has not yet been
approved by the President."'.

(b) OFFICERS ON THE RESERVE ACTIVE-STATUS
LisT.—Section 14301(c) of such title is amend-
ed—

{1) by striking out ‘“‘grade—"" in the matter
preceding paragraph (1) and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘grade any of the following officers:”;

(2) by striking out ‘‘an officer” in each of
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) and inserting in lieu
thereof *‘An officer’’;

(3) by striking out the semicolon at the end of
paragraph (1) and inserting in lieu thereof a pe-
riod;

(4) by striking out **; or'" at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof a period;

(5) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3), as
so amended, as paragraphs (3) and (4), respec-
tively, and in each such paragraph striking out
“‘the next higher grade” and inserting in lieu
thereof "‘that grade’; and

(6) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2):

(2) An officer who is recommended for pro-
motion to that grade in the report of an earlier
selection board convened under a provision re-
ferred to in paragraph (1), in the case of such a
report that has not yet been approved by the
President."".

(c) CLARIFYING AMENDMENTS.—Paragraphs (3)
and (4) of section 14301(c) of such title, as redes-
ignated and amended by subsection (b), are
each amended by inserting before the period at
the end the following: *', if that nomination is
pending before the Senale’ .
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SEC. 504. AUTHORITY TO DEFER MANDATORY RE-
TIREMENT FOR AGE OF OFFICERS
SERVING AS CHAPLAINS.,

(@) AUTHORITY FOR DEFERRAL OF RETIREMENT
FOR CHAPLAINS PROVIDING DIRECT SUPPORT TO
UNITS OR INSTALLATIONS.—Subsection (c) of sec-
tion 1251 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) as
paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2):

‘“¢2) The Secretary concerned may defer the
retirement under subsection (a) of an officer
who is appointed or designated as a chaplain if
during the period of the deferment the officer
will be performing duties consisting primarily of
providing direct support as a chaplain to units
or installations.”’.

(b) AUTHORITY FOR DEFERRAL OF RETIREMENT
FOR CHIEF AND DEPUTY CHIEF OF CHAPLAINS.—
Such section is further amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

“(d) The Secretary concerned may defer the
retirement under subsection (a) of an officer
who is the Chief of Chaplains or Deputy Chief
of Chaplains of that officer’s armed force. Such
a deferment may not extend beyond the first day
of the month following the month in which the
officer becomes 68 years of age.''.

(c) QUALIFICATION FOR SERVICE As NAVY
CHIEF OF CHAPLAINS OR DEPUTY CHIEF OF
CHAPLAINS.—(1) Section 5142(b) of such litle is
amended by striking out *‘, who are not on the
retired list,"".

(2) Section 5142a of such title is amended by
striking out "', who is not on the retired list,"'.
Subtitle B—Reserve Component Matters
SEC. 511. INDIVIDUAL READY RESERVE ACTIVA-

TION AUTHORITY.

(a) IRR MEMBERS SUBJECT TO ORDER TO AC-
TIVE DUTY OTHER THAN DURING WAR OR Na-
TIONAL EMERGENCY.—Section 10144 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting '‘(a)” before ‘‘Within
Ready Reserve'; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(b)(1) Within the Individual Ready Reserve
of each reserve component there is a category of
members, as designated by the Secretary con-
cerned, who are subject to being ordered to ac-
tive duty involuntarily in accordance with sec-
tion 12304 of this title. A member may not be
placed in that mobilization category unless—

‘“(A) the member volunteers for that category,
and

“(B) the member is selected for that category
by the Secretary concerned, based upon the
needs of the service and the grade and military
skills of that member.

“12) A member of the Individual Ready Re-
serve may not be carried in such mobilization
category of members after the end of the 24-
month period beginning on the date of the sepa-
ration of the member from active service.

*“(3) The Secretary shall designate the grades
and military skills or specialities of members to
be eligible for placement in such mobilization
category.

“(4) A member in such mobilization category
shall be eligible for benefils (other than pay and
training) ds are normally available to members
of the Selected Reserve, as determined by the
Secretary of Defense.”.

(b) CRITERIA FOR ORDERING TO ACTIVE
Dury—Subsection (a) of section 12304 of title
10, United States Code, is amended by inserting
after “of this title),"" the following: "or any
member in the Individual Ready Reserve mobili-
zation category and designated as essential
under regulations prescribed by the Secretary
concerned,’’.

(c) MAXIMUM NUMBER.—Subsection (c) of
such section is amended—

the
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(1) by inserting '‘and the Individual Ready
Reserve'' after ‘‘Selected Reserve''; and

(2) by inserting **, of whom not more than
30,000 may be members of the Individual Ready
Regerve'' before the period at the end.

() CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such section
is Jurther amended—

(1) in subsection (f), by inserting “‘or Indi-
vidual Ready Reserve' after *“Selected Re-
serve'';

(2) in subsection (g), by inserting **, or member
of the Individual Ready Reserve,”" after *'to
serve as a unit’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(i) For purposes of this section, the term ‘In-
dividual Ready Reserve mobilization category’
means, in the case of any reserve component,
the category of the Individual Ready Reserve
described in section 10144(b) of this title.”.

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading
of such section is amended to read as follows:
“$12304. Selected Reserve and certain Indi-

vidual Ready Reserve members; order to ac-

tive duty other than during war or national
emergency”.

(2) The item relating to section 12304 in the
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 1209
of such title is amended to read as follows:
““12304. Selected Reserve and certain Individual

Ready Reserve members; order to
active duty other than during war
or national emergency "',
SEC. 512. TERMINATION OF MOBILIZATION IN-
COME INSURANCE PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL—Chapter 1214 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§12533. Termination of program

“fa) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall termi-
nate the insurance program in accordance with
this section.

“(b) TERMINATION OF NEW ENROLLMENTS.—
The Secretary may not enroll a member of the
Ready Reserve for coverage under the insurance
program after the date of the enactment of this
section.

““(¢c) TERMINATION OF COVERAGE.—(1) The en-
rollment under the insurance program of in-
sured members other than insured members de-
scribed in paragraph (2) is terminated as of the
date of the enactment of this section. The en-
rollment of an insured member described in
paragraph (2) is terminated as of the date of the
termination of the period of covered service of
that member described in that paragraph.

“(2) An insured member described in this
paragraph is an insured member who on the
date of the enactment of this section is serving
on covered service for a period of service, or has
been issued an order directing the performance
of covered service, that satisfies or would satisfy
the entitlement-to-benefits provisions of this
chapter.

“(d) TERMINATION OF PAYMENT OF BENE-
FITS.—The Secretary may not make any benefit
payment under the insurance program after the
date of the enactment of this section other than
to an insured member who on that date (1) is
serving on an order to covered service, (2) has
been issued an order directing performance of
covered service, or (3) has served on covered
service before that date for which benefits under
the program have not been paid to the member.

*(e) TERMINATION OF INSURANCE FUND.—The
Secretary shall close the Fund not later than 60
days after the date on which the last benefit
payment from the Fund is made. Any amount
remaining in the Fund when closed shall be cov-
ered into the Treasury as miscellaneous re-
ceipts.”'.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT —The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
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12533, Termination of program."'.

SEC. 513. CORRECTION OF INEQUITIES IN MED-
ICAL AND DENTAL CARE AND DEATH
AND DISABILITY BENEFITS FOR RE-
SERVE MEMBERS WHO INCUR OR AG-
GRAVATE AN ILLNESS IN THE LINE
OF DUTY.

(@) MEDICAL AND DENTAL CARE FOR DEPEND-
ENTS.—Section 1076(a)(2) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out *‘or”" at the end of subpara-
graph (A);

(2) by striking out the period at the end of
subparagraph (B) and inserting in lieu thereof
“sor'; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

*“(C) who incurs or aggravates an injury or
illness in the line of duty while serving on active
duty for a period of 30 days or less and whose
orders are subsequently modified to extend the
period of active duty to a period of more than 30
days."".

(b) MEDICAL AND DENTAL CARE—Section
1074a(a)(3) of such title is amended by inserting
“while remaining overnight immediately before
the commencement of inactive-duty training,
or'" after “‘in the line of duty''.

(c) ELIGIBILITY FOR DISABILITY RETIRE-
MENT.—Section 1204(2)(C) of such title is amend-
ed by inserting “‘while remaining overnight im-
mediately before the commencement of inactive-
duty training, or'" after “aggravated’’.

(d) ELIGIBILITY FOR DISABILITY SEPARA-
TION.—Section 1206 of such title is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), and
(4) as paragraphs (3), (4), and (5) respectively;
and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“(2) the disability was incurred in the line of
duty as a result of—

“(A) performing active duty or inactive-duty
training;

“({B) traveling directly to or from the place at
which such duty is performed,; or

*(C) an injury, illness, or disease incurred or
aggravated while remaining overnight imme-
diately before the commencement of inactive-
duty training, or while remaining overnight be-
tween successive periods of inactive-duty train-
ing, at or in the vicinity of the site of the inac-
tive-duty training, if the site is outside reason-
able commuting distance of the member's resi-
dence;"".

(e) RECOVERY, CARE, AND DISPOSITION OF RE-
MAINS.—Section 1481(a)(2)(D) of such title is
amended by inserting “‘remaining overnight im-
mediately before the commencement of inactive-
duty training, or" after *(D)"".

(f) ENTITLEMENT TO BaSIC PAy.—Section 204
of title 37, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting “while remaining overnight immediately
before the commencement of inactive-duty train-
ing, or" in subsections (g)(1)(D) and (h)(1)X(D)
after “'in line of duty”.

(g) COMPENSATION FOR INACTIVE-DUTY TRAIN-
ING.—Section 206(a)(3)(C) of such title is amend-
ed by inserting “‘while remaining overnight im-
mediately before the commencement of inactive-
duty training, or’ after “in line of duty''.

SEC. 514. TIME-IN-GRADE REQUIREMENTS FOR
RESERVE COMMISSIONED OFFICERS
RETIRED DURING FORCE DRAW-
DOWN PERIOD.

(a) AUTHORITY COMPARABLE TO ACTIVE-DUTY
LIST OFFICERS.—Subsection (d)3) of section
1370 of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
paragraph:

“(F) The Secretary of Defense may authorize
the Secretary of a military department to reduce
the three-year period specified in subparagraph
(A) to a period of not less than two years in the
case of retirements effective during the period
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beginning on the date of the enactment of this
subparagraph and ending on September 30, 1999,
The number of officers in an armed force in a
grade for whom a reduction is made during any
fiscal year in the period of service-in-grade oth-
erwise required under this paragraph may not
erceed the number equal to two percent of the
authorized reserve active status strength for
that fiscal year for officers of that armed force
in that grade."".

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Such section is
Sfurther amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(2)(A), by inserting “‘of""
after “‘reduce such period to a period’’; and

(2) in subsection (d)(1), by striking out “‘chap-
ter 1225"" and inserting in lieu thereof ‘'‘chapter
1223,

SEC. 515. AUTHORITY TO PERMIT NON-UNIT AS-
SIGNED OFFICERS TO BE CONSID-
ERED BY VACANCY PROMOTION
BOARD TO GENERAL OFFICER
GRADES.

(a) CONVENING OF SELECTION BOARDS.—Sec-
tion 14101(a)(2) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking out “‘(except in the case of
a board convened to consider officers as pro-
vided in section 14301(e) of this title)."'.

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR CONSIDERATION OF CER-
TAIN ARMY OFFICERS—Section 14301 of such
title is amended—

(1) by striking out subsection (e); and

(2) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) as
subsections (e) and (f), respectively.

(c) GENERAL OFFICER PROMOTIONS.—Section
14308 of such title is amended—

(1) in subsection (e)(2), by inserting “‘a grade
below colonel in'' after *'(2) an officer in"'; and

(2) in subsection (g)—

(A) by inserting “‘or the Air Force' in the first
sentence after “‘of the Army'' the first place it
appears;

(B) by striking out “‘in that grade" in the first
sentence and all that follows through ‘‘Sec-
retary of the Army"" and inserting in lieu there-
of “in the Army Reserve or the Air Force Re-
serve, as the case may be, in that grade'; and

(C) by striking out the second sentence.

(d) VAcancy PROMOTIONS.—Section
14315(b)(1) of such title is amended by striking
out “the duties'’ in clause (A) and all that fol-
Iows through “‘as a unit,”" and inserting in lieu
thereof “duties of a general officer of the next
higher reserve grade in the Army Reserve,”’.

SEC. 516. GRADE REQUIREMENT FOR OFFICERS
ELIGIBLE TO SERVE ON INVOLUN-
TARY SﬂmTION BOARDS.

Section 14906(a)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out “‘a grade above
lieutenant colonel or commander' and inserting
in lieu thereof “‘the grade of leutenant colonel
or commander or a higher grade’'.

SEC. 517. LIMITATION ON USE OF AIR FORCE RE-
SERVE AGR PERSONNEL FOR AIR
FORCE BASE SECURITY FUNCTIONS.

(a) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Air
Force may not use members of the Air Force Re-
serve who are AGR personnel for the perform-
ance of force protection, base security, or secu-
rity police functions at an Air Force facility in
the United States until sit months after the date
on which the Secretary submits to Congress a
report on such use of AGR personnel.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED IN REPORT.—
The report under subsection (a) shall include
the following:

(1) A statement of the planned scope, includ-
ing each planned location, of such use of AGR
personnel during the year in which the report is
submitted and each of the five subseguent years.

(2) A detailed rationale for, and evaluation of,
the cost effectiveness of the use of AGR per-
sonnel to perform such functions at Air Force
facilities in the United States compared to the
use of Department of Defense civilian personnel
or contractor personnel for the performance of
these functions at those facilities.
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(3) A plan, including a cost estimate, for the
reemployment, conversion to AGR status, or re-
tirement of civilian employees and military tech-
nicians who are displaced by the use of Air
Force Reserve AGR personnel to perform those
functions.

(¢) AGR PERSONNEL DEFINED.—For the pur-
poses of this section, the term “AGR personnel"”
means members of the Air Force Reserve who are
on active duty (other than for training) in con-
nection with organizing, administering, recruit-
ing, instructing, or training the Air Force Re-
serve.

Subtitle C—Military Technicians

SEC. 521. AUTHORITY TO RETAIN ON THE RE-
SERVE ACTIVE-STATUS LIST UNTIL
AGE 60 MILITARY TECHNICIANS IN
THE GRADE OF BRIGADIER GEN-
ERAL.

(a) RETENTION.—Section 14702(a) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out “‘section 14506 or 14507"
and inserting in liew thereof ‘‘section 14506,
14507, or 14508'"; and

(2) by striking out “‘or colonel” and inserting
in lieu thereof ‘‘colonel, or brigadier general’’,

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 14508(c)
of such title is amended by striking out “‘not
later than the date on which the officer becomes
60 years of age' and inserting in lieu thereof
“not later than the last day of the month in
which the officer becomes 60 years of age”.

SEC. 522. mr.ugm TECHNICIANS (DUAL STA-
TUS).

(@) DEFINITION.—Subsection (a) of section
10216 of title 10, United States Code, is amended
to read as follows:

“(a) IN GENERAL—(1) For purposes of this
section and any other provision of law, a mili-
tary technician (dual status) is a Federal civil-
ian employee who—

“(A) is employed under section 3101 of title §
or section 709 of title 32;

“(B) is required as a condition of that employ-
ment to maintain membership in the Selected
Reserve; and

“(C) is assigned to a position as a technician
in the administration and {raining of the Se-
lected Reserve or in the maintenance and repair
of supplies or equipment issued to the Selected
Reserve or the armed forces.

*(2) Military technicians (dual status) shall
be authorized and accounted for as a separate
category of civilian employees.”'.

(b) UNIT MEMBERSHIP AND DUAL-STATUS RE-
QUIREMENT.—Subsection (d) of such section is
amended to read as follows:

“(d) UNIT MEMBERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—(1)
Unless specifically erempted by law, each indi-
vidual who is hired as a military technician
(dual status) after December 1, 1995, shall be re-
guired as a condition of that employment to
maintain membership in—

“‘(A) the unit of the Selected Reserve by which
the individual is employed as a military techni-
cian; or

“(B) a unit of the Selected Reserve that the
individual is employed as a military technician
to support.

“(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply to a mili-
tary technician (dual status) who is employed
by the Army Reserve in an area other than
Army Reserve troop program units.

“(e) DUAL-STATUS REQUIREMENT.—(1) Funds
appropriated for the Department of Defense may
not (ercept as provided in paragraph (2)) be
used for compensation as a military technician
of any individual hired as a military technician
after February 10, 1996, who is no longer a mem-
ber of the Selected Reserve.

“(2) The Secretary concerned may pay com-
pensation described in paragraph (1) to an indi-
vidual described in that paragraph who is no
longer a member of the Selected Reserve for a
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period not to exceed sixr months following the in-
dividual’s loss of membership in the Selected Re-
serve if the Secretary determines such loss of
membership was not due to the failure of that
individual to meet military standards.”.

(c) NATIONAL GUARD DUAL-STATUS REQUIRE-
MENT.—Section 709(b) of title 32, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘“‘Ezxcept as
prescribed by the Secretary concerned, a techni-
cian’ and inserting in lieu thereof “A techni-
cian"’,

(d) PLAN FOR CLARIFICATION OF STATUTORY
AUTHORITY OF MILITARY TECHNICIANS.—(1) The
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Congress,
as part of the budget justification materials sub-
mitted in support of the budget for the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 1999, a legislative
proposal to provide statutory authority and
clarification under title 5, United States Code—

(A) for the hiring, management, promotion,
separation, and retirement of military techni-
cians who are employed in support of units of
the Army Reserve or Air Force Reserve; and

(B) for the transition to the competitive serv-
ice of an individual who is hired as military
technician in support of a unit of the Army Re-
serve or Air Force Reserve and who (as deter-
mined by the Secretary concerned) fails to main-
tain membership in the Selected Reserve through
no fault of the individual.

(2) The legislative proposal under paragraph
(1) shall be developed in consultation with the
Director of the Office of Personnel Management.

(e) CONFORMING REPEAL.—Section 8106 of
Public Law 104-61 (109 Stat, 654; 10 U,S.C. 10101
note) is repealed.

(f) CROSS-REFERENCE CORRECTIONS.—Section
10216(c)(1) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking out '‘subsection (a)(1)" in
subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), and (D) and insert-
ing in lieu thereof “'subsection (b)(1)"".

(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO SECTION
10216.—Section 10216 of title 10, United States
Code, is further amended as follows:

(1) The heading of subsection (b) is amended
by inserting '(DUAL STATUS)" after “MILITARY
TECHNICIANS''.

(2) Subsection (b)(1) is amended—

(A) by inserting ‘‘(dual status)'’ after “‘for
military technicians'’;

(B) by striking out "‘dual status military tech-
nicians'’ and inserting in lieu thereof *‘military
technicians (dual status)’';

(C) by inserting “‘(dual status)'' after ‘‘mili-
tary technicians® in subparagraph (C).

(3) Subsection (b)(2) is amended by inserting
‘““(dual status)' after ‘“‘military technicians'
both places it appears.

(4) Subsection (b)(3) is amended by inserting
“(dual status)' after ‘‘Military technician''.

(5) Subsection (c) is amended—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)(A),
by inserting ‘‘(dual status)’’ after “military
technicians'’;

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking out ‘‘dual
status technicians’' in subparagraphs (A), (B),
(C), and (D) and inserting in lieu thereof “‘mili-
tary technicians (dual status)";

(C) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting ‘‘(dual
status)' after “military technician''; and

(D) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking out “‘de-
lineate—"" and all that follows through “‘or
other reasons'' in clause (ii) and inserting in
liew thereof “‘delineate the specific force struc-
ture reductions”,

(h) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading
of section 10216 of such title is amended to read
as follows:

“§10216. Military technici: (dual status)”.

(2) The item relating to such section in the
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 1007
of such title is amended to read as follows:
“10216. Military technicians (dual status)."'.

(i) OTHER CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1)
Section 115(g) of such title is amended by insert-
ing “‘(dual status)’ in the first sentence after
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“military technicians'' and in the second sen-
tence after “‘military technician''.

(2) Section 115a(h) of such title is amended—

(A) by inserting ‘‘(displayed in the aggregate
and separately for military technicians (dual
status) and non-dual status mililary techni-
cians)"" in the matter preceding paragraph (1)
after “of the following"; and

(B) by striking out paragraph (3).
SEC. 523. NON-DUAL STATUS MILITARY TECHNI-

CIANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 1007 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“$10217. Non-dual status military technicians

‘“(a) DEFINITION.—For the purposes of this
section and any other provision of law, a non-
dual status military technician is a civilian em-
ployee of the Department of Defense who—

(1) was hired as a military technician before
the date of the enactment of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998
under any of the authorities specified in sub-
section (d); and

“(2) as of the date of the enactment of that
Act is not a member of the Selected Reserve or
after such date ceases to be a member of the Se-
lected Reserve.

“(b) FISCAL YEAR 1998 LIMITATION.—As of
September 30 1998, the number of civilian em-
ployees of a military department who are non-
dual status military technicians may not erceed
the following:

‘(1) For the Army Reserve, 1,200.

“(2) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 2,260.

“(3) For the Air Force Reserve, 0.

“(4) For the Air National Guard of the United
States, 395.

*(c) REDUCTIONS FOR FUTURE YEARS.—For
each of the 10 fiscal years beginning with fiscal
year 1999, the Secretary of the military depart-
ment concerned shall reduce the number of non-
dual status military technicians under the juris-
diction of that Secretary, as of the end of that
fiscal year, from the authorized number for the
preceding fiscal year by not less—

(1) 120, for the Army Reserve;

“(2) 226, for the Army National Guard of the
United States; and

“(3) 39, for the Air National Guard of the
United States.

‘“fd) EMPLOYMENT AUTHORITIES.—The au-
thorities referred to in subsection (a) are the fol-
lowing:

“(1) Section 10216 of this title.

''(2) Section 709 of title 32.

*“(3) The requirements referred to in section
8401 of title 5.

“(4) Section 8016 of the Department of Defense
Appropriations Act, 1996 (Public Law 104-61; 109
Stat, 654), and any comparable provision pro-
vided on an annual basis in the Department of
Defense Appropriations Acts for fiscal years
1984 through 1995,

“(5) Any memorandum of agreement between
the Department of Defense and the Office of
Personnel Management providing for the hiring
of military technicians."'.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

10217, Non-dual status military technicians.”.

(b) PLAN FOR NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNI-
CIANS.—Not later than March 31, 1998, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a re-
port setting forth recommendations of the Sec-
retary (including proposals for such legislative
changes as may be necessary to implement the
recommendations of the Secretary) for elimi-
nating non-dual status military technician posi-
tions. In developing the plan, the Secretary
shall consider (among other alternatives) the
feasibility and cost of each of the following:
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(1) Elimination or consolidation of functions
and positions.

(2) Contracting for performance by contractor
personnel of functions currently performed by
personnel in those positions.

(3) Conversion of those technicians and posi-
tions, in the case of technicians of the Army Na-
tional Guard of the United States or the Air Na-
tional Guard of the United States, to State em-
ployment and positions or compelitive service
employment positions under title 5, United
States Code.

(4) Conversion of those technicians or posi-
tions to employment and positions in the com-
petitive service under title 5, United States Code,
in the case of technicians of the Army Reserve.

(5) Use of incentives to facilitate the reduc-
tions required under subsection (c) of section
10217 of title 10, United States Code, as added by
subsection (a).

Subtitle D—Measures To Improve Recruit

Quality and Reduce Recruit Attrition
SEC. 531. REFORM OF MILITARY RECRUITING SYS-
TEMS.

fa) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall carry out reforms in the recruiting systems
of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps
in order to improve the quality of new recruits
and to reduce attrition among recruits.

(b) SPECIFIC REFORMS.—As part of the reforms
in military recruiting systems to be undertaken
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall take
the following steps:

(1) Improve the system of separation codes
used for recruits who are separated during re-
cruit training by (A) revising and updating
those codes to allow more accurate and useful
data collection about those separations, and (B)
prescribing regulations to ensure that those
codes are interpreted in a uniform manner by
the military services.

(2) Develop a reliable database for (A) ana-
lyzing service-wide data on reasons for attrition
of new recruits, and (B) undertaking service-
wide measures to control and manage such at-
trition,

(3) Reguire that the Secretary of each military
depariment (A) adopt or strengthen incentives
Jor recruiters to thoroughly prescreen potential
candidates for recruitment, and (B) link incen-
tives for recruiters, in part, to the ability of a re-
cruiter to screen out ungualified candidates be-
Jore enlistment.

(4) Require that the Secretary of each military
department include as a measurement of re-
cruiter performance the percenlage of persons
enlisted by a recruiter who complete initial com-
bat training or basic training.

(5) Assess trends in the number and use of
waivers over the 1991-1997 period that were
issued to permit applicants to enlist with med-
ical or other conditions that would otherwise be
disqualifying.

(6) Require the Secretary of each military de-
partment to implement policies and procedures
(A) to ensure the prompt separation of recruils
who are unable to successfully complete basic
training, and (B) to remove those recruits from
the training environment while separation pro-
ceedings are pending.

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to
Congress a report of the trends assessed under
subsection (b)(5). The information on those
trends provided in the report shall be shown by
armed force and by category of waiver. The re-
port shall include recommendations of the Sec-
relary for changing, revising, or limiting the use
of waivers referred to in that subsection and
shall be submitted not later than March 31, 1998.
SEC. 532. IMPROVEMENTS IN  MEDICAL

PRESCREENING OF APPLICANTS FOR
MILITARY SERVICE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense

shall improve the medical prescreening of appli-
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cants for entrance into the Army, Navy, Air
Force, or Marine Corps.

(b) SPECIFIC STEPS.—As part of those improve-
ments, the Secretary shall take the following
steps:

(1) Require that each applicant for service in
the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps (A)
provide to the Secretary the name of the appli-
cant's medical insurer and the names of past
medical providers, and (B) sign a release allow-
ing the Secretary to request and obtain medical
records of the applicant.

(2) Reguire that the forms and procedures for
medical prescreening of applicants that are used
by recruitéers and by Military Entrance Proc-
essing Commands be revised so as to ensure that
medical questions are specific, unambiguous,
and tied directly to the types of medical separa-
tions most common for recruils during basic
training and follow-on training.

(3) Add medical screening tests to the erami-
nations of recruits carried out by Military En-
trance Processing Station, provide more thor-
ough medical examinations to selected groups of
applicants, or both, to the extent that the Sec-
retary determines that to do so could be cost ef-
fective in reducing attrition at basic training.

(4) Assign the responsibility for evaluating
medical conditions of a recruit that are missed
during accession processing lo an agency or
contractor other than the Military Entrance
Processing Command which carried out the ac-
cession processing of that recruit (such com-
mand being the organization responsible for ac-
cession medical exams).

(5) Reguire that the Secretary of each military
department test an applicant for entrance into
the Armed Forces for use of illegal drugs at the
Military Entrance Processing Station which car-
ries out the accession processing of that recruit
(in addition to any subsequent drug testing that
may be required).

SEC. 533. IMPROVEMENTS IN PHYSICAL FITNESS
OF RECRUITS.

(a) IN GENERAL—The Secretary of Defense
shall take steps to improve the physical fitness
of recruits before they enter basic training.

(b) SPECIFIC STEPS.—As part of those improve-
ments, the Secretary shall take the following

steps:

(1) Direct the Secretary of each military de-
partment to implement programs wunder which
new recruits who are in the Delayed Entry Pro-
gram are encouraged to participate in physical
fitness activities before reporting to basic train-
ing.

(2) Develop a range of incentives for new re-
cruits to participate in physical fitness pro-
grams, as well as for those recruits who improve
their level of fitness while in the Delayed Entry
Program, which may include the use of mone-
tary or other incentives, access to Department of
Defense military fitness facilities, and access to
military medical facilities in the case of a recruit
who is injured while participating in physical
activities with recruiters or other military per-
sonnel.,

(3) Evaluate whether partnerships between re-
cruiters and reserve components, or other inno-
vative arrangements, could provide a pool of
qualified personnel to assist in the conduct of
physical training programs for new recruits in
the Delayed Entry Program.

Subtitle E—Military Education and Training
SEC. 541. INDEPENDENT PANEL TO REVIEW MILI-
TARY BASIC TRAINING.

(@) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is hereby estab-
lished a panel to review the busic training pro-
grams of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Ma-
rine Corps and to make recommendations on im-
provements to those programs.

(b) ComposiTiON.—(1) The panel shall be com-
posed of seven members, appointed as follows:

{A) Three members shall be appointed jointly
by the chairman and ranking minority party



June 19, 1997

member of the Committee on National Security
of the House of Representatives.

(B) Three members shall be appointed jointly
by the chairman and ranking minority party
member of the Committee on Armed Services of
the Senate.

(C) One member shall be appointed by the Sec-
retary of Defense.

(2) The members of the panel shall choose one
of the members to chair the panel.

(¢) QUALIFICATIONS.—Members of the panel
shall be appointed from among private United
States citizens with knowledge and expertise in
one or more of the following:

(1) Training of military personnel.

(2) Social and cultural matters affecting en-
trance into the Armed Forces and affecting mili-
tary service, military training, and military
readiness, such knowledge and erpertise to have
been gained through recognized research, policy
making and practical erperience, as dem-
onstrated by retired military personnel, rep-
resentatives from educational organizations,
and leaders from civilian industry and other
Government agencies.

{3) Factors that define appropriate military
job qualifications, including physical, mental,
and educational factors.

(4) Combat or other theater of war operations.

(d) PANEL FUNCTIONS RELATING TO BASIC
TRAINING PROGRAMS GENERALLY.—The panel
shall review the course objectives, structure, and
length of the basic training programs of the
Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps. As
part of that review, the panel shall (with respect
to each of those services) take the following
measures:

(1) Determine the current end-state objectives
established for graduates of basic training, par-
ticularly in regard to—

(A) physical conditioning;

(B) technical and physical skills proficiency;

(C) knowledge;

(D) military socialization, including the incul-
cation of service values and attitudes; and

(E) busic combat operational requirements.

(2) Assess whether those current end-state ob-
jectives, and basic training itself, should be
modified (in structure, length, focus, program of
instruction, training methods or otherwise)
based, in part, on the following:

(A) An assessment of the perspectives of oper-
ational units on the quality and qualifications
of the initial entry training graduates being as-
signed to those units, considering in particular
whether the basic training system produces
graduates who arrive in operational units with
an appropriate level of skills, physical condi-
tioning, and degree of military socialization to
meet unit requirements and needs.

(B) An assessment of the demographics, back-
grounds, attitudes, erperience, and physical fit-
ness of new recruits entering basic training,
considering in particular the question of wheth-
er, given the entry level demographics, edu-
cation, and background of mew recruits, the
basic training systems and objectives are most
efficiently and effectively structured and con-
ducted to produce graduates who meet service
needs.

(C) An assessment of the perspectives of per-
sonnel who conduct basic training with regard
to measures required to improve basic training.

(e) PANEL FUNCTIONS RELATING TO GENDER-
INTEGRATED AND GENDER-SEGREGATED BASIC
TRAINING.—The panel shall review the basic
training policies of each of the Army, Navy, Air
Force, and Marine Corps with regard to gender-
integrated and gender-segregated basic training.
As part of that review, the panel shall (with re-
spect to each of those services) take the fol-
lowing measures:

(1) Determine the hislorical rationales for the
establishment and disestablishment of gender-
integrated or gender-segregated basic training.
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(2) Examine the current rationales for the use
of gender-integrated or gender-segreguted basic
training and, as part of such eramination,
evaluate whether at the time any of the services
made a decision lo integrate, or to segregate,
basic training by gender, the Secretary of the
military department concerned had substantive
reason (o believe, or has since developed data to
support, any of the following:

(A) That gender-integrated basic training, or
gender-segregated basic training, improves the
readiness or performance of operational units

(B) That the entry level of new recruits with
regard to physical condition, attitudes, and val-
ues is so different from that required and er-
pected in the military services in general, and in
operational units in particular, that an intense
period of focused training is required, free from
the additional challenges of training males and
females together.

(C) That a significant percentage of women
entering basic training experienced sexrual abuse
or assault before entering military service and
that gender-segregated basic training (with
same-sex drill instructors) provides the best op-
portunity for such women to have positive mili-
tary female role models as mentors and to enter
gender-integrated operational forces from a po-
sition of confidence, strength, and knowledge.

(3) Assess whether the concept of ‘‘training as
you will fight" is a valid rationale for gender-
integrated basic training or whether the train-
ing requirements and objectives for basic train-
ing are sufficiently different from those of oper-
ational unit so that such concept, when bal-
anced against other factors relating to basic
training, might not be a sufficient rationale for
gender-integrated basic training.

(4) Assess the degree to which different stand-
ards have been established, or if not established
are in fact being implemented, for males and fe-
males in basic training for matters such as phys-
ical fitness, physical performance (such as con-
fidence and obstacle courses), military skills
(such as marksmanship and hand-grenade
qualifications), and nonphysical tasks required
of individuals and, to the degree that differing
standards exist or are in fact being implemented,
assess the effect of the use of those differing
standards.

(5) Assess the degree to which performance
standards in basic training are based on mili-
tary readiness.

(6) Review Department of Defense and mili-
tary department efforts to objectively measure or
evaluate the effectiveness of gender-integrated
basic training, as compared to gender-segregated
basic training, particularly with regard to the
adequacy and scope of the efforts and with re-
gard to the relevancy of findings to operational
unit requirements.

(7) Compare the pattern of attrition in gender-
integraled basic training units with the pattern
of attrition in gender-segregated basic training
units and assess the relevancy of the findings of
such comparison.

(8) Compare the level of readiness and morale
of gender-integrated basic training units with
the level of readiness and morale of gender-seg-
regated units and assess the relevancy of the
findings of such comparison.

(f) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The panel shall pre-
pare—

(1) an evaluation of gender-integrated and
gender-segregated basic training programs,
based upon the review under subsection (e); and

(2) recommendations for such changes to the
current system of basic training as the panel
considers warranted.

(9) REPORTS.—(1) Not later than six months
after the members of the panel are appointed,
the panel shall submit an interim report on its
findings and conclusions to the Secretary of De-
Jense,
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(2) Not later than one year after establishment
of the panel, the panel shall submit a final re-
port to the Secretary of Defense. The final re-
port shall include recommendations for legisla-
tive and administrative changes to basic train-
ing programs to improve the readiness and per-
formance of initial entry training graduates and
to reduce attrition, both during training and in
the first term of enlistment.

(h) SUBMISSION OF REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—
Not later than one month after receipt of the
panel's interim report and one month after re-
ceipt of the panel's final report, the Secretary of
Defense shall submit the report to Congress to-
gether with the views of the Secretary regarding
the report and the matter covered in the report.

(i) PAY AND EXPENSES OF MEMBERS.—(1) Each
member of the panel who is not an employee of
the Government shall be paid at a rate equal to
the daily equivalent of the annual rate of basic
pay payable for level IV of the Erecutive Sched-
ule under section 5315 of title 5, United States
Code, for each day (including travel time) dur-
ing which the member is engaged in the perform-
ance of the duties of the panel.

(2) The members of the panel shall be allowed
travel erpenses, including per diem in lieu of
subsistence, at rates authorized for employees of
agencies under subchapter I of chapter 57 of
title 5, United States Code, while away from
their homes or regular places of business in the
performance of services for the panel.

(7) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT.—(1) Upon the
request of the chairman of the panel, the Sec-
retary of Defense may detail to the panel, on a
nonreimbursable basis, personnel of the Depart-
ment of Defense to assist the panel in carrying
out its duties.

(2) The Secretary of Defense shall furnish to
the panel such administrative and support serv-
ices as may be requested by the chairman of the
panel.

(k) FuNDING.—The Secretary of Defense shall,
upon the request of the panel, make available to
the panel such amounts as the panel may re-
quire to carry out its duties under this title.

(1) TERMINATION OF THE PANEL.—The panel
shall terminate 60 days after the date on which
it submits its final report under subsection (g).

(n) SUBSEQUENT CONSIDERATION BY CON-
GRESS.—After submission of the final report of
the panel to Congress, the Congress shall, based
upon the results of the study (and such other
matters as Congress considers appropriate), con-
sider whether to require by law that the Secre-
taries of the military departments conduct basic
training on a gender-segregated basis.

SEC. 542. REFORM OF ARMY DRILL SERGEANT SE-
LECTION AND TRAINING PROCESS.

(a) IN GENERAL—The Secretary of the Army
shall reform the process for selection and train-
ing of drill sergeants for the Army.

(b) MEASURES TO BE TAKEN.—As part of such
reform, the Secrelary shall undertake the fol-
lowing measures (unless, in the case of any such
measure, the Secretary determines that that
measure would not result in improved effective-
ness and efficiency in the drill sergeant selection
and training process):

(1) Review the overall process used by the De-
partment of the Army for selection of drill ser-
geants to determine—

(A) if that process is providing drill sergeant
candidates in sufficient guantity and quality to
meet the needs of the training system; and

(B) whether duty as a drill sergeant is a ca-
reer-enhancing assignment (or is seen by poten-
tial drill sergeant candidates as a career-en-
hancing assignment) and what steps could be
taken to ensure that such duty is in fact a ca-
reer-enhancing assignment.

(2) Incorporate into the selection process for
all drill sergeants the views and recommenda-
tions of the officers and senior noncommissioned
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officers in the chain of command of each can-
didate for selection (particularly those of senior
noncommissioned officers) regarding the can-
didate’s suitability and qualifications to be a
drill sergeant.

(3) Establish a reguirement for psychological
screening for each drill sergeant candidate.

(4) Reform the psychological screening process
for drill sergeant candidates to improve the
quality, depth, and rigor of that screening proc-

ess.

(5) Revise the evaluation system for drill ser-
geants in training to provide for a so-called
“whole person'' assessment that gives insight
into the gualifications and suitability of a drill
sergeant candidate beyond the candidate’s abil-
ity to accomplish required performance tasks.

(6) Revise the Army military personnel records
system so that, under specified conditions and
circumstances, a drill sergeant trainee who fails
to complete the training to be a drill sergeant
and is denied graduation will not have the fact
of that failure recorded in those records. The
conditions and circumstances under which the
authority provided in the preceding sentence
may be shall be prescribed by the Secretary in
regulations.

(7) Provide each drill sergeant in (raining
with the opportunity, before or during that
training, to work with new recruits in initial
entry training and to be evaluated on that op-
portunity.

(c) REPORT—Not later than March 31, 1998,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
National Security of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Armed Services of
the Senate a report of the reforms adopted pur-
suant to this section or, in the case of any meas-
ure specified in any of paragraphs (1) through
(7) of subsection (b) that was not adopted, the
rationale why that measure was not adopted.
SEC. 543. REQUIREMENT FOR CANDIDATES FOR

ADMISSION TO UNITED STATES
NAVAL ACADEMY TO TAKE OATH OF
ALLEGIANCE.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Section 6958 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

“(d) To be admilted to the Naval Academy, an
appointee must take and subscribe to an oath
prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy. If a
candidate for admission refuses to take and sub-
scribe to the prescribed oath, the candidate’s ap-
pointment is terminated.".

(b) EXCEPTION FOR MIDSHIPMEN FROM FOR-
EIGN COUNTRIES.—Section 6957 of such title is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

“(d) A person receiving instruction under this
section is not subject to section 6958(d) of this
title."".

SEC. 544. REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES IN-
CURRED FOR INSTRUCTION AT
SERVICE ACADEMIES OF PERSONS
FROM FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

(@) UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY.—Sec-
tion 4344(b) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out the period
at the end and inserting in liew thereof the fol-
lowing: **, except that the reimbursement rates
may not be less than the cost to the United
States of providing such instruction, including
pay, allowances, and emoluments, to a cadet
appointed from the United States."’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(3) The amount of reimbursement waived
under paragraph (2) may not exrceed 25 percent
of the per-person reimbursement amount other-
wise required to be paid by a foreign country
under such paragraph, except in the case of not
more than five persons receiving instruction at
the Academy under this section at any one
time."".

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

(b) NAVAL ACADEMY.—Section 6957(b) of such
title is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out the period
at the end and inserting in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing: *', except that the reimbursement rates
may not be less than the cost to the United
States of providing such instruction, including
pay, allowances, and emoluments, to a mid-
shipman appointed from the United States.'’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(3) The amount of reimbursement waived
under paragraph (2) may not exceed 25 percent
of the per-person reimbursement amount other-
wise required to be paid by a foreign country
under such paragraph, except in the case of not
more than five persons receiving instruction at
the Naval Academy under this section at any
one time."".

(c) AIrR FORCE ACADEMY.—Section 9344(b) of
such title is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out the period
at the end and inserting in liew thereof the fol-
lowing: **, exrcept that the reimbursement rates
may not be less than the cost to the United
States of providing such instruction, including
pay, allowances, and emoluments, to a cadet
appointed from the United States.”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(3) The amount of reimbursement waived
under paragraph (2) may not exceed 25 percent
of the per-person reimbursement amount other-
wise required to be paid by a foreign country
under such paragraph, except in the case of not
more than five persons receiving instruction at
the Academy under this section at any one
time."".

SEC. 545. UNITED STATES NAVAL POSTGRADUATE
SCHOOL.

(a) AUTHORITY TO ADMIT ENLISTED MEMBERS
AS STUDENTS.—Section 7045 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by inserting *'(1)"" after “(a)"’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(2) The Secretary may permit an enlisted
member of the armed forces who is assigned to
the Naval Postgraduate School or to a nearby
command to receive instruction at the Naval
Postgraduate School. Admission of enlisted
members for instruction under this paragraph
shall be on a space-available basis."’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking out “‘the students'' and insert-
ing in lieu thereof “officers’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: “‘In the case of an enlisted member
permitted to receive instruction at the Post-
graduate School, the Secretary of the Navy shall
charge that member only for such costs and fees
as the Secretary considers appropriate (taking
into consideration the admission of enlisted
members on a space-available basis).”; and

(3) in subsection (c)—

(A) by striking out “officers” both places it
appears and inserting in liew thereof ‘‘mem-
bers”; and

(B) by striking out “the same regulations”
and inserting in lieu thereof “‘regulations, as de-
termined appropriate by the Secretary of the
Navy,"".

(b) EXPANSION OF AUTHORITY TO AbMIT CIVIL-
IANS AS STUDENTS.—Section 7047 of such title is
amended to read as follows:
“87047. Civilian students
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“(a) ADMISSION ON TUITION-FREE, EXCHANGE
BASIs.—(1) The Secretary of the Navy may enter
into an agreement with an accredited institution
of higher education (or a consortium of such in-
stitutions) under which students described in

at institutions of
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subsection (c) who are enrolled at that institu-
tion (or an institution in such consortium) are
permitted to receive instruction at the Naval
Postgraduate School on a space-available, tui-
tion-free basis in erchange for which the insti-
tution of higher education (or each institution
in the consortium) agrees to enroll, on a tuition-
free basis, officers of the armed forces or other
persons properly admitted for instruction at the
Naval Postgraduate School.

“(2) Exchange of students under paragraph
(1) need not be on a one-for-one basis.

*“(3) An exchange under such an agreement
shall be on the basis of in-kind reimbursement,
with the total value of the instruction provided
during a year by the Naval Postgraduate School
to civilian students from the institutions that
are parties to the agreement being at least as
great as the value of instruction provided by
those institutions to students from the Naval
Postgraduate School.

“(4) In determining the value of the in-kind
reimbursement for the instruction provided by
the Naval Postgraduate School, the Secretary
shall use the same amount charged by the Sec-
retary for the provision of the same instruction
to a Federal employee who is not a Depariment
of Defense employee.

“(5) The authority of the Secretary to accept
an offer of in-kind reimbursement under this
subsection may not be delegated below the level
of Assistant Secretary of the Navy.

“(b) ADMISSION ON COST-REIMBURSABLE
BaSIs.—(1) The Secretary of the Navy may per-
mit a student described in subsection (¢) who is
enrolled at an aceredited institution of higher
education that is a party to an agreement under
subsection (a) to receive instruction at the Naval
Postgraduate School on a cost-reimbursable,
space-available basis.

"(2) The Secretary shall ensure that the value
of any reimbursement received under this sub-
section in the case of any such student is not
less than the amount charged by the Secretary
for the provision of the same instruction to a
Federal employee who is not a Department of
Defense employee.

“(c) ELIGIBLE STUDENTS.—A student enrolled
at an accredited institution of higher education
that is party to an agreement under subsection
(1) may be admilted to the Naval Postgraduate
School under subsection (a) or (b) if the stu-
dent—

“(1) is a citizen of the United States or is law-
fully admitted for permanent residence in the
United States;

“(2) has a demonstrated ability, as determined
by the Secretary of the Navy, in a field of study
designated by the Secretary as related to naval
warfare, armed conflict, or national security;
and

“(3) meets the academic requirements for the
course or courses for which the student seeks
admission to the Naval Postgraduate School.

“(d} STANDARDS OF CoNDUCT.—Ezcept as the
Secretary of the Navy otherwise determines nec-
essary, a person receiving instruction under this
section is subject to the same regulations gov-
erning attendance, discipline, dismissal, and
standards of study as apply to students who are
officers of the naval service.

(e} RETENTION OF FUNDS RECEIVED.—
Amounts received under subsection (b) to reim-
burse the Naval Postgraduate School for the
costs of providing instruction to students per-
mitted to attend the Naval Postgraduate School
under this section shall be credited to the cur-
rent appropriation supporting the operation and
maintenance of the Naval Postgraduate
School.”.

(¢) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading
of section 7045 of such title is amended to read
as follows:
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{2) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 605 of such title is amended—

(A) by striking out the item relating to section
7045 and inserting in lieu thereof the following:
‘7045, Officers of the other armed forces; en-

listed members: admission."’;
and

(B) by striking out the item relating to section
7047 and inserting in lieu thereof the following:
“7047. Civilian students at institutions of higher

education: admission."'.

(d) AMENDMENT TO REFLECT REVISED CIVIL
SERVICE GRADE STRUCTURE.—Section 7043(b) of
such title is amended by striking out “'grade GS-
18 of the General Schedule under section 5332 of
title 5" and inserting in lieu thereof “‘level IV of
the Erecutive Schedule'.

SEC. 546. AIR FORCE ACADEMY CADET FOREIGN
EXCHANGE PROGRAM.

(@) EXCHANGE PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—Chap-
ter 903 of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by inserting after section 9344 the following
new section:

“$9345. Exchange program with foreign mili-
tary academies

*(a) EXCHANGE PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The
Secretary of the Air Force may permit a student
enrolled at a military academy of a foreign
country lo receive instruction at the Air Force
Academy in exchange for an Air Force cadet re-
ceiving instruction at that foreign military
academy pursuant to an erchange agreement
entered into between the Secretary and appro-
priate officials of the foreign country. Students
receiving instruction at the Academy under the
exchange program shall be in addition to per-
sons receiving instruction at the Academy under
section 9344 of this title.

‘'(b) LIMITATIONS ON NUMBER AND DURATION
OF EXCHANGES.—An erchange agreement under
this section belween the Secretary and a foreign
country shall provide for the erchange of stu-
dents on a one-for-one basis each fiscal year.
Not more than 10 Air Force cadets and a com-
parable number of students from all foreign mili-
tary academies participating in the exchange
program may be erchanged during any fiscal
year. The duration of an exchange may not ex-
ceed the equivalent of one academic semester at
the Air Force Academy.

*(c) COSTS AND EXPENSES.—(1) A student from
a military academy of a foreign country is not
entitled to the pay, allowances, and emoluments
of an Air Force cadet by reason of attendance at
the Air Force Academy under the erchange pro-
gram, and the Depariment of Defense may not
incur any cost of international travel required
Sfor transportation of such a student to and from
the sponsoring foreign country.

“(2) The Secretary may provide a student
Jrom a foreign country under the exchange pro-
gram, during the period of the erchange, with
subsistence, transportation within the conti-
nental United States, clothing, health care, and
other services to the same exrtent that the foreign
country provides comparable support and serv-
ices to the erchanged Air Force cadet in that
foreign country.

“(3) The Air Force Academy shall bear all
costs of the erchange program from funds ap-
propriated for the Academy. Erpenditures in
support of the exchange program may not ex-
ceed $50,000 during any fiscal year.

“(d) APPLICATION OF OTHER LAWS.—Sub-
sections (¢) and (d) of section 9344 of this title
shall apply with respect to a student enrolled at
a military academy of a foreign country while
attending the Air Force Academy under the ex-
change program.

“‘(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall pre-
scribe regulations to implement this section.
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Such regulations may include qualification cri-
teria and methods of selection for students of
foreign military academies to participate in the
exchange program.'’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
9344 the following new item:

“9345. Exchange program with foreign military
academies."’.

{¢c) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE LIMITATION.—Sec-
tion 9353(a) of such title is amended by striking
out “After the date of the accrediting of the
Acc;demy, the' and inserting in lieu thereof
“The".

SEC. 547. TRAINING IN HUMAN RELATIONS MAT-
TERS FOR ARMY DRILL SERGEANT
TRAINEES.

(@) HUMAN RELATIONS TRAINING REQUIRED.—
The Secretary of the Army shall include as part
of the training program for drill sergeants a
course in human relations. The course shall be
a minimum of two days in duration.

(b) RESOURCES.—In developing a human rela-
tions course under this section, the Secretary
shall use the capabilities and expertise of the
Defense Equal Opportunity Management Insti-
tute (DEOMI).

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply
with respect drill sergeant trainee classes that
begin after the end of the 90-day period begin-
ning on the dute of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 548. STUDY OF FEASIBILITY OF GENDER-

SEGREGATED BASIC TRAINING.

Not later than 180 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of each
military department shall submit to Congress a
report on gender-segregated basic training. Each
report shall give the views of the Secretary—

(1) on the feasibility and implications of con-
ducting basic training (or equivalent training)
at the company level and below through sepa-
rate units for male and female recruits, includ-
ing the costs and other resource commitments re-
quired to implement and conduct basic training
in such a manner and the implications for readi-
ness and unit cohesion; and

(2) assuming that basic training were to be
conducted as described in paragraph (1), on the
Jeasibility and implications of requiring drill in-
structors for basic training units to be of the
same sex as the recruits in those units.

Subtitle F—Military Decorations and Awards
SEC. 551. STUDY OF NEW DECORATIONS FOR IN-
JURY OR DEATH IN LINE OF DUTY.

(@) DETERMINATION OF CRITERIA FOR NEW
DECORATION.—(1) The Secretary of Defense
shall determine the appropriate name, policy,
award criteria, and design for two possible new
decorations.

(2) The first such decoration would, if imple-
mented, be awarded to members of the Armed
Forces who, while serving under competent au-
thority in any capacity with the Armed Forces,
are killed or injured in the line of duty as a re-
sult of noncombat circumstances occurring—

(A) as a result of an international terrorist at-
tack against the United States or a foreign na-
tion friendly to the United States;

(B) while engaged in, training for, or trav-
eling to or from a peacetime or contingency op-
eration; or

(C) while engaged in, training for, or trav-
eling to or from service outside the territory of
the United States as part of a peacekeeping
Jorce.

(3) The second such decoration would, if im-
plemented, be awarded to civilian nationals of
the United States who, while serving under com-
petent authority in any capacity with the
Armed Forces, are killed or injured in the line of
duty under circumstances which, if they were
members of the Armed Forces, would qualify
them for award of the Purple Heart or the medal
described in paragraph (2).
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(b) LIMITATION ON IMPLEMENTATION.—Any
such decoration may only be implemented as
provided by a law enacted after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

(c) RECOMMENDATION TO CONGRESS.—Not
later than July 31, 1998, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to Congress a legislative proposal that
would, if enacted, establish the new decorations
developed pursuant to subsection (a). The Sec-
retary shall include with that proposal the Sec-
retary’s recommendation concerning the need
for, and propriety of, each of the decorations.

(d) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall carry
out this section in coordination with the Secre-
taries of the military departments and the Sec-
retary of Transportation with regard to the
Coast Guard.

SEC. 552. PURPLE HEART TO BE AWARDED ONLY
TO MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES.

(@) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 57 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“$1131. Purple Heart: limitation to members
of the armed forces

“The decoration known as the Purple Heart
(authorized to be awarded pursuant to Ezrecu-
tive Order 11016) may only be awarded to a per-
son who is @ member of the armed forces at the
time the person is killed or wounded under cir-
cumstances otherwise qualifying that person for
award of the Purple Heart.""

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

“1131. Purple Hearl: limitation to members of
the armed forces.".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 1131 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall apply with respect to persons who are
killed or wounded after the end of the 180-day
period beginning on the date of the enactment
of this Act.

SEC, 553, ELIGIBILITY FOR ARMED FORCES EXPE-
DITIONARY MEDAL FOR PARTICIPA-
TION IN OPERATION JOINT ENDEAV-
OR OR OPERATION JOINT GUARD.

(@) INCLUSION OF OPERATIONS.—For the pur-
pose of determining the eligibility of members
and former members of the Armed Forces for the
Armed Forces Erpeditionary Medal, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall designate participation
in Operation Joint Endeavor or Operation Joint
Guard in the Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, and in such other areas in the re-
gion as the Secretary considers appropriate, as
service in an area that meets the general re-
quirements for the award of that medal.

(b) INDIVIDUAL DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary of the military department concerned
shall determine whether individual members or
Jormer members of the Armed Forces who par-
ticipated in Operation Joint Endeavor or Oper-
ation Joint Guard meet the individual service re-
quirements for award of the Armed Forces Erpe-
ditionary Medal as established in applicable
regulations. A member or former member shall be
considered to have participated in Operation
Joint Endeavor or Operation Joint Guard if the
member—

(1) was deployed in the Republic of Bosnia
and Herzegovina, or in such other area in the
region as the Secretary of Defense considers ap-
propriate, in direct support of one or both of the
operations;

(2) served on board a United States naval ves-
sel operating in the Adriatic Sea in direct sup-
port of one or both of the operations; or

(3) operated in airspace above the Republic of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, or in such other area
in the region as the Secretary of Defense con-
siders appropriate, while the operations were in
effect.

(¢) OPERATIONS DEFINED.—For purposes of
this section:
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(1) The term “Operation Joint Endeavor"
means operations of the United States Armed
Forces conducted in the Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina during the period beginning on No-
vember 20, 1995, and ending on December 20,
1996, to assist in implementing the General
Framework Agreement and Associated Annexes,
initialed on November 21, 1995, in Dayton, Ohio.

(2) The term “Operation Joint Guard' means
operations of the United States Armed Forces
conducted in the Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina as a successor to Operation Joint
Endeavor during the period beginning on De-

 cember 20, 1996, and ending on such date as the

Secretary of Defense may designate.

SEC. 554. WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS FOR
AWARD OF CERTAIN DECORATIONS
TO SPECIFIED PERSONS.

(@) WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATION.—Any limita-
tion established by law or policy for the time
within which a recommendation for the award
of a military decoration or award must be sub-
mitted shall not apply in the case of awards of
decorations described in subsections (b), (c), and
(d), the award of each such decoration having
been determined by the Secretary of the military
department concerned to be warranted in ac-
cordance with section 1130 of title 10, United
States Code.

(b) SILVER STAR MEDAL.—Subsection (a) ap-
plies to the award of the Silver Star Medal as
follows:

(1) To Joseph M. Moll, Jr. of Milford, New Jer-
sey, for service during World War 11,

(2) To Philip Yolinsky of Hollywood, Florida,
for service during the Korean Conflict.

fc) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS MEDAL.—Sub-
section (a) applies to the award of the Navy and
Marine Corps Medal to Gary A. Gruenwald of
Damascus, Maryland, for service in Tunisia in
October 1977.

(@) DISTINGUISHED FLYING CROSS.—Subsection
(a) applies to awards of the Distinguished Fly-
ing Cross for service during World War II or
Korea (including multiple awards to the same
individual) in the case of each individual con-
cerning whom the Secretary of the Navy (or an
officer of the Navy acting on behalf of the Sec-
retary) submitted to the Commitlee on National
Security of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate,
before the date of the enactment of this Act, a
notice as provided in section 1130(b) of title 10,
United States Code, that the award of the Dis-
tinguished Flying Cross to that individual is
warranted and that a waiver of time restrictions
prescribed by law for recommendation for such
award is recommended.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

SEC. 561. SUSPENSION OF TEMPORARY EARLY RE-
TIREMENT AUTHORITY.

Notwithstanding subsection (i) of section 4403
of the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 10 U.S.C.
1293 note), the Secretary of a military depari-
ment may not use the authority provided under
such section to retire a member of the Armed
Forces during fiscal year 1998.

SEC. 562. TREATMENT OF EDUCATIONAL ACCOM-
PLISHMENTS OF NATIONAL GUARD
CHALLENGE PROGRAM  PARTICI-
PANTS.

Section 509 of title 32, United States Code, as
added by section 1057, is amended by adding at
the end of subsection (f) the jollowing new
paragraph:

“(3) In the case of a person who is selected for
training in a State program conducted under
the National Guard Challenge Program and
who obtains a general education diploma in
connection with such training, the general edu-
cation diploma shall be treated as equivalent to
a high school diploma for purposes of deter-
mining the eligibility of the person for enlist-
ment in the armed forces.".
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SEC. 563. AUTHORITY FOR PERSONNEL TO PAR-
TICIPATE IN MANAGEMENT OF CER-
TAIN NON-FEDERAL ENTITIES.

(a) MILITARY PERSONNEL.—(1) Chapter 53 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 1032 the following new sec-
tion:

“§1033. Participation in management of spec-
ified non-Federal entities: authorized activi-
ties
“fa) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary con-

cerned may authorize a member of the armed
forces under the Secrelary’s jurisdiction, as part
of that member's official duties, to serve without
compensation as a director, officer, or trustee, or
to otherwise participate, in the management of
an entity designated under subsection (b). Any
such authorization shall be made on a case-by-
case basis, for a particular member to partici-
pate in a specific capacity with a specific des-
ignated entity. Such authorization may be made
only for the purpose of providing oversight and
advice to, and coordination with, the designated
entity, and participation of the member in the
activities of the designated entity may not ex-
tend to participation in the day-to-day oper-
ations of the entity.

““(b) DESIGNATED ENTITIES.—(1) The Secretary
of Defense, and the Secretary of Transportation
in the case of the Coast Guard when it is not
operating as a service in the Navy, shall des-
ignate those entities for which authorization
under subsection (a) may be provided. The list
of entities so designated may not be revised more
Jrequently than semiannually. In making such
designations, the Secretary shall designate each
military welfare society and may designate any
other entity described in paragraph (3). No
other entities may be designated.

“(2) In this section, the term ‘military welfare
society’ means the following:

“(4) Army Emergency Relief.

“(B) Air Force Aid Society, Inc.

“(C) Navy-Marine Corps Relief Society.

“(D) Coast Guard Mutual Assistance.

“(3) An entity described in this paragraph is
an entity that—

“(A) regulates and supports the athletic pro-
grams of the service academies (including ath-
letic conferences);

“(B) regulates international athletic competi-
tions;

“(C) accredits service academies and other
schools of the armed forces (including regional
accrediting agencies); or

“(D)(1) regulates the performance, standards,
and policies of military health care (including
health care associations and professional soci-
eties), and (ii) has designated the position or ca-
pacity in that entity in which a member of the
armed forces may serve if authorized under sub-
section (a).

“(¢) PUBLICATION OF DESIGNATED ENTITIES
AND OF AUTHORIZED PERSONS.—A designation of
an entity under subsection (b), and an author-
ization under subsection (a) of a member of the
armed forces to participate in the management
of such an entily, shall be published in the Fed-
eral Register.

‘(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense,
and the Secretary of Transportation in the case
of the Coast Guard when it is not operating as
a service in the Navy, shall prescribe regulations
to carry out this section.".

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 1032 the following new
item:

“‘1033. Participation in management of specified
non-Federal entities: authorized
activities."".

(b) CIVILIAN PERSONNEL.—(1) Chapter 81 of
such title is amended by inserting after section
1588 the following new section:
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“§1589. Participation in 1g t of spec-
ified non-Federal entities: authorized activi-
ties
“(a) AUTHORIZATION.—(1) The Secretary con-

cerned may authorize an employee described in

paragraph (2), as part of that employee's official

duties, to serve without compensation as a di-

rector, officer, or trustee, or to otherwise partici-

pate, in the management of an entity designated
under subsection (b). Any such authorization
shall be made on a case-by-case basis, for a par-
ticular employee to participate in a specific ca-
pacity with a specific designated entity. Such
authorization may be made only for the purpose
of providing oversight and advice to, and co-
ordination with, the designated entity, and par-
ticipation of the employee in the activities of the
designated entity may not exrtend to participa-
tion in the day-to-day operations of the entity.

“(2) Paragraph (1) applies to any employee of
the Department of Defense or, in the case of the
Coast Guard when not operating as a service in
the Navy, of the Department of Transportation.
For purposes of this section, the term ‘employee’
includes a civilian officer.

“(b) DESIGNATED ENTITIES.—(1) The Secretary
of Defense, and the Secretary of Transportation
in the case of the Coast Guard when it is not
operating as a service in the Navy, shall des-
ignate those entities for which authorization
under subsection (a) may be provided. The list
of entities so designated may not be revised more
Sfrequently than semiannually. In making such
designations, the Secretary shall designate each
military welfare society and may designate any
other entity described in paragraph (3). No
other entities may be designated.

(2) In this section, the term ‘military welfare
society ' means the following:

“(A) Army Emergency Relief.

“(B) Air Force Aid Society, Inc.

“(C) Navy-Marine Corps Relief Society.

(D) Coast Guard Mutual Assistance.

“(3) An entity described in this paragraph is
an entity that—

“{A) regulates and supports the athletic pro-
grams of the service academies (including ath-
letic conferences);

“(B) regulates international athletic competi-
tions;

“(C) accredits service academies and other
schools of the armed forces (including regional
accrediting agencies); or

(D)) regulates the performance, standards,
and policies of military health care (including
health care associations and professional soci-
eties), and (ii) has designated the position or ca-
pacity in that entity in which a Federal em-
ployee described in subsection (a)(2) may serve if
authorized under subsection (a).

“(c) PUBLICATION OF DESIGNATED ENTITIES
AND OF AUTHORIZED PERSONS.—A designation of
an entity under subsection (b), and an author-
ization under subsection (a) of an employee to
participate in the management of such an enti-
ty, shall be published in the Federal Register.

““(d) CIVILIANS OUTSIDE THE MILITARY DE-
PARTMENTS.—In this section, the term ‘Secretary
concerned' includes the Secretary of Defense
with respect to employees of the Depariment of
Defense who are not employees of a military de-
partment.

“(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense,
and the Secretary of Transportation in the case
of the Coast Guard when it is not operating as
a service in the Navy, shall prescribe regulations
to carry out this section.”'.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 1588 the following new
item:

““1589. Participation in management of specified

non-Federal entities: authorized
activities.".
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SEC. 564. CREW REQUIREMENTS OF WC-130J AIR-
CRAFT.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Air Force
shall conduct a study of the crew requirements
for WC-130J aircraft engaged in the aerial
weather reconnaissance mission involving the
eyewall penetration of tropical cyclones. The
study shall involve the operation of WC-130J
aircraft in weather reconnaissance missions
configured to carry five crewmembers, including
a navigator, The study shall include the partici-
pation of members of the Armed Forces assigned
to units currently engaged in weather recon-
naissance operations.

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to
Congress a report on the results of the study.
The report shall include the views of members of
the Armed Forces assigned to units currently
engaged in weather reconnaissance operations
who participated in the study.

(¢) LIMITATION ON REVISION TO PERSONNEL
REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary of the Air Force
may not reduce the personnel requirement levels
of units that, as of the date of the enactment of
this Act, are engaged in weather reconnaissance
operations invelving the eyewall penetration of
tropical cyclones, including requirements for
navigators, below the requirements established
for those units as of October 1, 1997, until the
end of the siz-month period beginning on the
date on which the report required under sub-
section (b) is submitted to Congress.

SEC. 565. COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY OF DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE CIVIL MILI-
TARY PROGRAMS.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Comptroller Gen-
eral shall conduct a study to evaluate the fol-
lowing:

(1) The nature, extent, and cost to the Depart-
ment of Defense of the support and services
being provided by units and members of the
Armed Forces to non-Department of Defense or-
ganizations and activities under the authority
of section 2012 of title 10, United States Code.

(2) The degree to which the Armed Forces are
in compliance with the requirements of such sec-
tion in the provision of such support and serv-
ices, especially the requirements that the assist-
ance meet specific requirements relative to mili-
tary training and that the assistance provided
be incidental to military training.

(3) The degree to which the regulations and
procedures for implementing such section, as re-
quired by subsection (f) of such section, are con-
sistent with the requirements of such section.

(4) The effectiveness of the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretaries of the military depart-
ments in conducting oversight of the implemen-
tation of such section, and the provision of such
support and services under such section, to en-
sure compliance with the requirements of such
section.

(b) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—Not later than
March 31, 1998, the Comptroller General shall
submit to Congress a report containing the re-
sults of the study required by subsection (a).
SEC. 566. TREATMENT OF PARTICIPATION OF

MEMBERS IN DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE CIVIL MILITARY PROGRAMS.

Section 2012 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) as
subsections (h) and (i), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(g) TREATMENT OF MEMBER'S PARTICIPATION
IN PROVISION OF SUPPORT OR SERVICES.—(1) The
Secretary of a military department may not re-
quire or request a member of the armed forces to
submit for consideration by a selection board
(including a promotion board, command selec-
tion board, or any other kind of selection board)
evidence of the member's participation in the
provision of support and services to non-Depart-
ment of Defense organizations and aclivities
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under this section or the member’'s involvement
in, or support of, other community relations and
public affairs activities of the armed forces. A
selection board may not evaluate a member on
the basis of the member's participation or in-
volvement in, or support of, such support, serv-
ices, or activities.

*(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply with re-
spect to the following members:

“(A) A member who is in a public affairs ca-
reer field.

“(B) A member who is not in a public affairs
career field, but who is serving, at the time the
member is considered by a selection board, in a
public affairs position specified in service au-
thorization documents or who served in such a
position within three years before being consid-
ered by a selection board."'.

SEC. 567. CONTINUATION OF SUPPORT TO SEN-
IOR MILITARY COLLEGES.

(a) DEFINITION OF SENIOR MILITARY COL-
LEGES.—For purposes of this section, the term
“senior military colleges’ means the following:

(1) Texas A&M University.

(2) Norwich University.

(3) The Virginia Military Institute.

(4) The Citadel.

(5) Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State
University.

(6) North Georgia College and State Univer-
sity.

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) The senior military colleges consistently
have provided substantial numbers of highly
qualified, long-serving leaders to the Armed
Forces.

(2) The quality of the military leaders pro-
duced by the senior military colleges is, in part,
the result of the rigorous military environment
imposed on students attending the senior mili-
tary colleges by the colleges, as well as the re-
sult of the long-standing close support relation-
ship between the Corps of Cadets at each college
and the Reserve Officer Training Corps per-
sonnel at the colleges who serve as effective
leadership role models and mentors.

(3} In recognition of the quality of the young
leaders produced by the senior military colleges,
the Department of Defense and the military
services have traditionally maintained special
relationships with the colleges, including the
policy to grant active duty service in the Army
to graduates of the colleges who desire such
service and who are recommended for such serv-
ice by their ROTC professors of military science.

(4) Each of the senior military colleges has
demonstrated an ability to adapt its systems and
operations to changing conditions in, and re-
quirements of, the Armed Forces without com-
promising the quality of leaders produced and
without interruption of the close relationship
between the colleges and the Department of De-
fense.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—In light of the find-
ings in subsection (b), it is the sense of Congress
that—

(1) the proposed initiative of the Secretary of
the Army to end the commitment to active duty
service for all graduates of senior military col-
leges who desire such service and who are rec-
ommended for such service by their ROTC pro-
fessors of military science is short-sighted and
contrary to the long-term interests of the Army;

(2) as they have in the past, the senior mili-
tary colleges can and will continue to accommo-
date to changing military requirements to en-
sure that future graduates entering military
service continue to be officers of superb quality
who are quickly assimilated by the Armed
Forces and fully prepared to make significant
contributions to the Armed Forces through ex-
tended military careers; and

(3) decisions of the Secretary of Defense or the
Secretary of a military department that fun-
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damentally and unilaterally change the long-
standing relationship of the Armed Forces with
the senior military colleges are not in the best
interests of the Department of Defense or the
Armed Forces and are patently unfair to stu-
dents who made decisions to enroll in the senior
military colleges on the basis of existing Depart-
ment and Armed Forces policy.

(d) CONTINUATION OF SUPPORT FOR SENIOR
MILITARY COLLEGES.—Section 2111a of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (g), and

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsections:

“(d) ADDITIONAL SUPPORT.—(1) The Secre-
taries of the military departments shall ensure
that each unit of the Senior Reserve Officers’
Training Corps at a senior military college pro-
vides support to the Corps of Cadets at the col-
lege over and above the level of support associ-
ated with the conduct of the formal Senior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps course of instruc-
tion.

“(2) This additional support shall include the
following:

“(A) Mentoring, teaching, coaching, coun-
seling and advising cadets and cadet leaders in
the areas of leadership, military, and academic
performance.

“(B) Involvement in cadet leadership training,
development, and evaluation, as well as drill,
ceremonies, parades, and inspections.

“(3) This additional support may include the
following:

“(A) Advising cadet teams, clubs, and organi-
2ations.

“(B) Involvement in matters of discipline and
administration of the Corps of Cadets so long as
such involvement does not interfere with the
conduct of the formal Senior Reserve Officers’
Training Corps course of instruction or the sup-
port required by paragraph (2).

*'(e) TERMINATION OR REDUCTION OF PROGRAM
PROHIBITED,—The Secretary of Defense and the
Secretaries of the military departments may not
take or authorize any action to terminate or re-
duce a wunit of the Senior Reserve Officers’
Training Corps at a senior military college un-
less the termination or reduction is specifically
requested by the college.

“(f) ASSIGNMENT TO ACTIVE DUTY.~—(1) The
Secretary of the Army shall ensure that a grad-
uate of a senior military college who desires to
serve as a commissioned officer on active duty
upon graduation from the college, who is medi-
cally and physically qualified for active duty,
and who is recommended for such duty by the
professor of military science at the college, shall
be assigned lo active duty. This paragraph shall
apply to a member of the program at a senior
military college who graduates from the college
after March 31, 1997.

"(2) Nothing in this section shall be construed
to prohibit the Secretary of the Army from re-
quiring a member of the program who graduates
Sfrom a senior military college to serve on active
duty.".

(e) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Subsection (g)
of such section, as redesignated by subsection
(d)(1), is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out ‘‘College"
and inserting in lieu thereof “‘University'’; and

(2) in paragraph (6), by inserting before the
period the following: “‘and State University''.

(f) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading
of such section is amended to read as follows:

“$2111a. Support for senior military colleges”.

(2) The item relating to such section in the
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 103
of title 10, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“2111a. Support for senior military colleges.”’.
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SEC. 568. RESTORATION OF MISSING PERSONS
AUTHORITIES APPLICABLE TO DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE AS IN EF-
FECT BEFORE ENACTMENT OF NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1997.

() APPLICABILITY TO DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES AND CONTRACTOR
EMPLOYEES.—(1) Section 1501 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking out subsection (c) and insert-
ing in lieu thereof the following:

“(¢c) COVERED PERSONS.—Section 1502 of this
title applies in the case of the following persons:

“(1) Any member of the armed forces on active
duty who becomes involuntarily absent as a re-
sull of a hostile action, or under circumstances
suggesting that the involuntary absence is a re-
sult of a hostile action, and whose status is un-
determined or who is unaccounted for.

*“(2) Any civilian employee of the Department
of Defense, and any employee of a contractor of
the Department of Defense, who serves with or
accompanies the armed forces in the field under
orders who becomes involuntarily absent as a
result of a hostile action, or wunder cir-
cumstances suggesting that the involuntary ab-
sence is a result of a hostile action, and whose
status is undetermined or who is unaccounted
for.”, and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(f) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—In this chapter,
the term ‘Secretary concerned' includes, in the
case of a civilian employee of the Department of
Defense or contractor of the Department of De-
fense, the Secretary of the military department
or head of the element of the Department of De-
fense employing the employee or contracting
with the contractor, as the case may be."".

(2) Section 1503(c) of such title is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking out ‘‘one
military officer” and inserting in lieu thereof
“one individual described in paragraph (2)"’;

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) as
paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2):

“(2) An individual referred to in paragraph
(1) is the following:

‘‘(A) A military officer, in the case of an in-
quiry with respect to a member of the armed
forces.

"“(B) A civilian, in the case of an inguiry with
respect to a civilian employee of the Department
of Defense or of a contractor of the Department
of Defense."".

(3) Section 1504(d) of such title is amended—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking out “who are
and all the follows in that paragraph and in-
serting in lieu thereof “as follows:

“(A) In the case of a board that will inguire
into the whereabouts and status of one or more
members of the armed forces (and no civilians
described in subparagraph (B)), the board shall
be composed of officers having the grade of
major or lieutenant commander or above.

“(B) In the case of a board that will inquire
into the whereabouts and status of one or more
civilian employees of the Department of Defense
or contractors of the Department of Defense
{and no members of the armed forces), the board
shall be composed of—

“(i) not less than three employees of the De-
partment of Defense whose rate of annual pay
is equal to or greater than the rate of annual
pay payable for grade GS-13 of the General
Schedule under section 5332 of title 5; and

“(it) such members of the armed forces as the
Secretary considers advisable.

*(C) In the case of a board that will inquire
into the whereabouts and status of both one or
more members of the armed forces and one or
more civilians described in subparagraph (B)—

(i) the board shall include at least one officer
described in subparagraph (A) and at least one
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employee of the Department of Defense de-
scribed in subparagraph (B)(i); and

“(ii) the ratio of such officers to such employ-
ees on the board shall be roughly proportional
to the ratio of the number of members of the
armed forces who are subjects of the board’s in-
quiry to the number of civilians who are sub-
jects of the board's inquiry.'’; and

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking out *‘section
1503(c)(3)"" and inserting in lieu thereof '‘section
1503(c)(4)"".

(4) Paragraph (1) of section 1513 of such title
is amended to read as follows:

(1) The term ‘missing person’ means—

“(A) a member of the armed forces on active
duty who is in a missing status; or

“(B) a civilian employee of the Department of
Defense or an employee of a contractor of the
Department of Defense who serves with or ac-
companies the armed forces in the field under
orders and who is in a missing status.'’.

(b) REPORT ON PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT OF
STATUS.—(1) Section 1502 of such title is amend-
ed—

(A) in subsection (a)(2)—

(i) by striking out 10 days' and inserting in
lieu thereof 48 hours''; and

(ii) by striking out “‘Secretary concerned’' and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘theater component
commander with jurisdiction over the missing
person'';

(B) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c);

(C) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

“(b) TRANSMISSION THROUGH THEATER COM-
PONENT COMMANDER.—Upon reviewing a report
under subsection (a) recommending that a per-
son by placed in a missing status, the theater
component commander shall ensure that all nec-
essary actions are being taken, and all appro-
priate assets are being used, to resolve the status
of the missing person. Not later than 14 days
after receiving the report, the theater component
commander shall forward the report to the Sec-
retary of Defense or the Secretary concerned in
accordance with procedures prescribed under
section 1501(b) of this title. The theater compo-
nent commander shall include with such report
a certification that all necessary actions are
being taken, and all appropriate assets are
being used, to resolve the status of the missing
person.”’; and

(D) in subsection (c), as redesignated by sub-
paragraph (B), by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new sentence: ‘‘The theater component
commander through whom the report with re-
spect to the missing person is transmitted under
subsection (b) shall ensure that all pertinent in-
formation relating to the whereabouts and sta-
tus of the missing person that results from the
preliminary assessment or from actions taken to
locate the person is properly safeguarded to
avoid loss, damage, or modification."'.

(2) Section 1503(a) of such title is amended by
striking out “'section 1502(a)", and inserting in
lieu thereof “‘section 1502(b)".

(3) Section 1513 of such title is amended by
adding at the end the following new paragraph:

“(8) The term ‘theater component commander’
means, with respect to any of the combatant
commands, an officer of any of the armed forces
who (A) is commander of all forces of that
armed force assigned to that combatant com-
mand, and (B) is directly subordinate to the
commander of the combatant command.’'.

(c) FREQUENCY OF SURSEQUENT REVIEWS.—
Subsection (b) of section 1505 of such title is
amended to read as follows:

“'(b) FREQUENCY OF SUBSEQUENT REVIEWS,—
(1) In the case of a missing person who was last
known to be alive or whe was last suspected of
being alive, the Secretary shall appoint a board
to conduct an inquiry with respect to a person
under this subsection—
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“(A) on or about three years after the date of
the initial report of the disappearance of the
person under section 1502(a) of this title; and

“(B) not later than every three years there-
after.

“(2) In addition to appointment of boards
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ap-
point a board to conduct an inquiry with re-
spect to a missing person under this subsection
upon receipt of information that could result in
a change of status of the missing person. When
the Secretary appoints a board under this para-
graph, the time for subsequent appointments of
a board under paragraph (1)(B) shall be deter-
mined from the date of the receipt of such infor-
mation.

“(3) The Secretary is not required to appoint
a board under paragraph (1) with respect to the
disappearance of any person—

*“(A) more than 30 years after the initial re-
port of the disappearance of the missing person
required by section 1502 of this title; or

“(B) if, before the end of such 30-year period,
the missing person is accounted for.".

(d) PENALTIES FOR WRONGFUL WITHHOLDING
OF INFORMATION.—Section 1506 of such title is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection (e):

“(e) WRONGFUL WITHHOLDING.—Ezxcept as
provided in subsections (a) through (d), any
person who knowingly and willfully withholds
from the personnel file of a missing person any
information relating to the disappearance or
whereabouts and status of a missing person
shaill be fined as provided in title 18 or impris-
oned not more than one year, or both.”.

(e) INFORMATION TO ACCOMPANY REC-
OMMENDATION OF STATUS OF DEATH.—Section
1507(b) of such title is amended adding at the
end the following new paragraphs:

“(3) A description of the location of the body,
if recovered.

“'(4) If the body has been recovered and is not
identifiable through wvisual means, a certifi-
cation by a practitioner of an appropriate foren-
sic science that the body recovered is that of the
missing person.”".

(f) SCOPE OF PREENACTMENT REVIEW.—(1)
Section 1509 of such title is amended—

(4) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); and

(B) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing new subsection (c):

“(c) SPECIAL RULE FOR PERSONS CLASSIFIED
AS 'KLA/BNR'.—In the case of a person de-
scribed in subsection (b) who was classified as
‘killed in action/body not recovered', the case of
that person may be reviewed under this section
only if the new information referred to in sub-
section (a) is compelling."'.

(2)(A) The heading of such section is amended
by inserting ‘', special interest” after
“Preenactment’’.

(B) The ilem relating to such section in the
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 76
of such title is amended by inserting “*, special
interest” after *'Preenactment”.

SEC. 569. ESTABLISHMENT OF SENTENCE OF
CONFINEMENT FOR LIFE WITHOUT
ELIGIBILITY FOR PAROLE.

(@) ESTABLISHMENT OF SENTENCE.—(1) Chap-
ter 47 of title 10, United States Code (the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice), is amended by
inserting after section 856 (article 56) the fol-
lowing new section (article):

“8$856a. Art. 56a. Sentence of confinement for

life without eligibility for parole

“(a) For any offense for which a sentence of
confinement for life may be adjudged, a court-
martial may adjudge a sentence of confinement
for life without eligibility for parole.
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*(b) An accused who is sentenced to confine-
ment for life without eligibility for parole shall
be confined for the remainder of the accused's
life unless—

(1) the sentence is set aside or otherwise
modified as a result of—

“(A) action taken by the convening authority,
the Secretary concerned, or another person au-
thorized to act under section 860 of this title (ar-
ticle 60); or

“(B) any other action taken during post-trial
procedure and review under any other provision
of subchapter I1X;

‘(2) the sentence is set aside or otherwise
modified as a result of action taken by a Court
of Criminal Appeals, the Court of Appeals for
the Armed Forces, or the Supreme Court; or

“'(3) the accused is pardoned.’".

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
subchapter VIII of such chapter is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section 856
(article 56) the following new item:

“856a. 56a. Sentence of confinement for life
without eligibility for parole.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 856a of title 10,
United States Code (article 56a of the Uniform
Code of Military Justice), as added by sub-
section (a), shall be applicable only with respect
to an offense committed after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 570. LIMITATION ON APPEAL OF DENIAL OF
PAROLE FOR OFFENDERS SERVING
LIFE SENTENCE.

(a) EXCLUSIVE AUTHORITY T0O GRANT PAROLE
ON APPEAL OF DENIAL—Section 952 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ““(a)’’ before “'The Secretary’’;
and

{2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(b) In a case in which parole for an offender
serving a sentence of confinement for life is de-
nied, only the President or the Secretary con-
cerned may grant the offender parole on appeal
of that denial. The authority to grant parole on
appeal in such a case may not be delegated,"'.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall apply
only with respect to any decision to deny parole
made after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 571. ESTABLISHMENT OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS
BRANCH IN THE ARMY.

(a) NEW SPECIAL BRANCH.—Section 3064(a) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as
paragraphs (4) and (5); and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“‘(3) the Public Affairs Corps;"'.

(b) PUBLIC AFFAIRS CORPS.—(1) Chapter 307
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:
“§3083. Public Affairs Corps

“There is a Public Affairs Corps in the Army.
The Public Affairs Corps consists of—

(1) the Chief of the Public Affairs Corps;

"“(2) commissioned officers of the Regular
Army appointed therein; and

“(3) other members of the Army assigned
thereto by the Secretary of the Army."".

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

3083, Public Affairs Corps."'.

(¢c) TRANSITION.—The Secretary of the Army
shaill implement the amendments made by this
section not later than October 1, 1998.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER

PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances
SEC. 601. INCREASE IN BASIC PAY FOR FISCAL
YEAR 1998.

(@) WAIVER OF SECTION 1009 ADJUSTMENT.—

The adjustment, to become effective during fis-
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cal year 1998, required by section 1009(b) of title
37, United Stales Code (as amended by section
602), in the rate of monthly basic pay author-
ized members of the uniformed services by sec-
tion 203(a) of such title shall not be made.

(b) INCREASE IN Basic Pay.—Effective on Jan-
uary 1, 1998, the rates of basic pay of members
of the uniformed services are increased by 2.8
percent.

SEC. 602. ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT OF BASIC PAY
AND PROTECTION OF MEMBER'S
TOTAL COMPENSATION WHILE PER-
FORMING CERTAIN DUTY.

(@) IN GENERAL.—Section 1009 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“$1009. Certain el, ts of comp

Justment; protection against change

‘fa) ELEMENTS OF COMPENSATION.—In this
section, the term ‘elements of compensation’
means—

‘(1) the monthly basic pay authorized mem-
bers of the uniformed services by section 203(a)
of this title;

“(2) the basic allowance for subsistence au-
thorized members of the uniformed services by
section 402 of this title; and

“(3) the basic allowance for housing author-
ized members of the uniformed services by sec-
tion 403 of this title.

**(b) ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT OF BASIC PAY.—Ef-
fective as of the first day of the first applicable
pay period beginning on or after January 1 of
each calendar year, the rates of basic pay of
members of the uniformed services shall be in-
creased by the percentage (rounded to the near-
est one-tenth of one percent) equal to the per-
centage by which the Employment Cost Inder
for the base quarter of the year before the pre-
ceding calendar year erceeds the Employment
Cost Inder for the base quarter of the second
year before the preceding calendar year (if at
all).

“(¢c) ALLOCATION OF ADJUSTMENT.—(1) Subject
to paragraph (2), whenever the President deter-
mines such action to be in the best interest of
the Government, the President may allocate the
percentage increase in basic pay among such
pay grade and years-of-service categories as the
President considers appropriate.

“(2) In making any allocation under para-
graph (1), the amount of the increase in basic
pay for any given pay grade and years-of-serv-
ice category after the allocation under para-
graph (1) may not be less than 75 percent of the
amount of the increase that otherwise would
have been effective with respect to such pay
grade and years-of-service category under sub-
section (b).

‘'(3) Whenever the President plans to use the
authority provided under paragraph (1) with re-
spect to any anticipated increase in the com-
pensation of members of the uniformed services,
the President shall advise the Congress, at the
earliest practicable time before the effective date
of the increase, regarding the proposed alloca-
tion of the increase among pay grade and years-
of-service categories.

‘“(d) PROTECTION OF MEMBER'S TOTAL COM-
PENSATION WHILE PERFORMING CERTAIN
Dury.—(1) The total daily amount of the ele-
ments of compensation, described in subsection
(a), together with other pay and allowances
under this title, to be paid to a member of the
uniformed services who is temporarily assigned
to duty away from the member's permanent
duty station or to duty under field conditions at
the member's permanent duty station shall not
be less, for any day during the assignment pe-
riod, than the total amount, for the day imme-
diately preceding the date of the assignment, of
the elements of compensation and other pay and
allowances of the member.

‘“(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply with re-
spect to an element of compensation or other

#1, : ad-

11517

pay or allowance of a member during an assign-

ment described in such paragraph to the exrtent

that the element of compensation or other pay
or allowance is reduced or terminated due to cir-
cumstances unrelated to the assignment.

“‘(e) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘Employment Cost Index' means
the Employment Cost Indexr (wages and salaries,
private industry workers) published gquarterly
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

“(2) The term ‘base quarter’, for each year,
means the three-month period ending on Sep-
tember 30 of such year."'.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relating
to such section in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 19 of such title is amended to
read as follows:

“1009. Certain elements of compensation: adjust-
ment; protection against
change.".

SEC. 603. USE OF FOOD COST INFORMATION TO
DETERMINE BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR
SUBSISTENCE.

(@) FooD-COST BASED ALLOWANCE.—Section
402 of title 37, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“§402. Basic allowance for subsistence

“'(a) ENTITLEMENT, RATE; ADJUSTMENT.—(1)
Ezcept as otherwise provided by law, each mem-
ber of a uniformed service described in sub-
section (b) or (c) is entitled to a basic allowance
for subsistence. The rate Jor the allowance shall
be prescribed in regulations by the Secretary of
Defense after consultation with the Secretaries
concerned specified in subparagraphs (D), (E),
and (F) of section 101(5) of this title. The allow-
ance may be paid in advance for a period of not
more than three months.

“(2) Whenever basic pay is increased pursu-
ant to section 1009 of this title or another law,
the Secretary of Defense shall adjust the basic
allowance for subsistence al the same rate as
the most recent adjustment made to the cost of
the moderate food plan of the Department of
Agriculture (one of the four official food plans
used by the Deparitment of Agriculture under
the Food Stamp Act of 1977) to reflect changes
in the cost of the diet described by the moderate
Jood plan.

“(b) ENLISTED MEMBERS.—An enlisted member
is entitled to the basic allowance for subsistence
on a daily basis if the member is entitled to basic
pay and one or more of the following applies
with respect to the member:

““(1) Rations in kind are not available.

“(2) Rations in kind are available, but the
Secretary of Defense authorizes the payment of
the basic allowance for subsistence.

“'(3) Permission to mess separately is granted.

“(4) The member is assigned to duty under
emergency conditions where no messing facili-
ties of the United States are available.

“(5) The member is on an authorized leave of
absence, is confined in a hospital, or is per-
forming travel under orders away from the mem-
ber's designated post of dutly (ercept when ra-
tions in kind are available and the Secretary of
Defense does not authorize the payment of the
basic allowance for subsistence.).

““(c) OFFICERS.—An officer of a uniformed
service who is entitled to basic pay is entitled, at
all times, to the basic allowances for subsist-
ence. An aviation cadet of the Navy, Air Force,
Marine Corps, or Coast Guard is entilled to the
same basic allowance for subsistence as is pro-
vided for an officer of the Navy, Air Force, Ma-
rine Corps, or Coast Guard, respectively.

“(d) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS
AUTHORIZED TO MESS SEPARATELY.—Under reg-
ulations and in areas prescribed by the Sec-
retary of Defense, and the Secretary of Trans-
portation with respect to the Coast Guard when
it is not operating as a service in the Navy, an
enlisted member who is granted permission to
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mess separately, and whose duties require the
member to buy at least one meal from other than
a messing facility of the United States, is enti-
tled to not more than the pro rata allowance au-
thorized for each such meal for an enlisted mem-
ber when rations in kind are not available.

() PAYMENT FOR RATIONS IN KIND ACTUALLY
RECEIVED.—The Secrelary of Defense may re-
quire a member of the uniformed services to pay
for rations in kind actually received by the
member while entitled to a basic allowance for
subsistence.

“(f) ADMINISTRATION.—(1) The Secretary of
Defense may prescribe regulations for the ad-
ministration of this section.

“(2) For purposes of subsection (b)(5), a mem-
ber shall not be considered to be performing
travel under orders away from his designated
post of duty if the member—

“(A) is an enlisted member serving the mem-
ber’s first tour of active duty;

“(B) has not actually reported to a permanent
duty station pursuant to orders directing such
assignment; and

“(C) is not actually traveling between stations
pursuant to orders directing a change of station.

“‘(g) PERCENTAGE LIMITATION ON ENLISTED
MEMBERS RECEIVING ALLOWANCE.—(1) This sub-
section apples with respect o enlisted members
of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps
who, when present at their permanent duty sta-
tion and at which adequate messing facilities of
the United States are available, reside without
dependents in Government quarters. The Sec-
retary concerned may not provide a basic allow-
ance for subsistence to more than 12 percent of
such members under the jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary concerned.

“r2) The Secretary concerned may erceed the
percentage limitation specified in paragraph (1)
if the Secretary determines that compliance
would increase costs to the Government, would
impose financial hardships on members other-
wise entitled to a basic allowance for subsist-
ence, or would reduce the quality of life for such
members. )

“(3) This subsection shall not apply to a mem-
ber described in paragraph (1) when the member
is not residing at the member's permanent duty
station.

“h) RATIONS IN KIND FOR CERTAIN RE-
SERVES.—(1) The Secretary concerned may pro-
vide rations in kind, or a part thereof, to an en-
listed member of a reserve component or of the
National Guard when the member's instruction
or duty periods, described in section 206{a) of
this title, total at least eight hours in a calendar
day. The Secretary concerned may provide the
member with a commutation when rations in
kind are not available.

“(2) This subsection shall not apply with re-
spect to an enlisted member of a reserve compo-
nent or of the National Guard who is entitled to
basic pay.

‘(i) USE OF MESSING FACILITIES.—The Sec-
retary of Defense, in consultation with the Sec-
retaries concerned, shall establish policies re-
garding the use of messing facilities of the
United States, including field messing facili-
ties."".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section
404(b)(2) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out “under section 402(e) of
this title”’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘by the
Secretary of Defense’’.

(2) Section 1012 of title 37, United States Code,
is amended by striking out “‘section 402(b)(3)"
and inserting in lieu thereof "‘section 402(h)"".

(3) Section 6912 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking out “‘section 402(a) and
(b)'" and inserting in liew thereof ‘‘section
402(c)™".

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

SEC. 604. CONSOLIDATION OF BASIC ALLOWANCE
FOR QUARTERS, VARIABLE HOUSING
ALLOWANCE, AND OVERSEAS HOUS-
ING ALLOWANCES.

(a) CONSOLIDATION OF ALLOWANCES.—Section
403 of title 37, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“8$403. Basie allowance for housing

“(a) COMPONENTS OF BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR
Housing.—The basic allowance for housing con-
sists of the following components:

“(1) A basic allowance for quarters for mem-
bers of the uniformed services stationed in the
United States and, under certain circumstances,
members on duty outside of the United States
whose dependents continue to rveside in the
United States.

“(2) A overseas station housing allowance for
members on duty outside of the United States to
reflect housing costs incurred by the members.

“(3) A family separation housing allowance
for members with dependents when the move-
ment of the dependents to the members’ perma-
nent station is not authorized at the exrpense of
the United States.

*(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR ALLOWANCE,—(1) Ezxcept
as otherwise provided by law, a member of a
uniformed service who is entitled to basic pay
shall receive the component or components of
the basic allowance for housing to which the
member is entitled under this section at the
monthly rates prescribed in connection with the
component under this section or other provision
of law. The amount of the allowance for a mem-
ber will vary according to the pay grade in
which the member is assigned or distributed for
basic pay purposes and the member’s depend-
ency status.

“(2) The basic allowance for housing may be
paid in advance.

“(c) EFFECT OF ASSIGNMENT TO GOVERNMENT
QUARTERS.—(1) Except as otherwise provided by
law, a member of a uniformed service who is as-
signed to quarters of the United States appro-
priate to the grade, rank, or rating of the mem-
ber and adequate for the member and depend-
ents, if with dependents, is not entitled to a
basic allowance for housing. In this section, the
term ‘quarters of the United States’ includes a
housing facility under the jurisdiction of a uni-
Sformed service.

“(2) A member without dependents who is in
a pay grade above pay grade E-6 and is as-
signed to quarters of the United States may elect
not to occupy those quarters and instead receive
the basic allowance for housing to which the
member is otherwise entitled.

“(3) A member without dependents who is in
pay grade E-6 and is assigned to quarters of the
United States that do not meet the minimum
adequacy standards established by the Secretary
of Defense for members in such pay grade may
elect not to occupy those quarters and instead to
recetve the basic allowance for housing to which
the member is otherwise entitled. The Secretary
concerned may deny the right to make an elec-
tion under this paragraph if the Secretary deter-
mines that the erercise of such an election
would adversely affect a training mission, mili-
tary discipline, or military readiness.

“(4) In the case of a member with dependents
who is assigned to quarters of the United States
at a location or under circumstances that, as de-
termined by the Secretary concerned, require the
member's dependents to reside at different loca-
tion, the member shall receive a basic allowance
for housing as if the member were assigned to
duty in the area in which the dependents reside
and did not reside in gquarters of the United
States.

“(d) EFFECT OF FIELD DUTY AND SEA DUTY.—
(1) The Secretary concerned may deny the basic
allowance for housing to a member of a uni-
formed service without dependents when the
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member is assigned to field duty with a unit
conducting field operations.

“(2) A member of a uniformed service without
dependents who is in a pay grade below pay
grade E-6 is not entitled to a basic allowance for
housing while on sea duty. After taking into
consideration the availability of quarters for
members serving in pay grade E-5, the Secretary
concerned may authorize the payment of a basic
allowance for housing to a member without de-
pendents who is serving in such pay grade and
is assigned to sea duty.

“(3) Notwithstanding section 421 of this title,
two members of the uniformed services in a pay
grade below pay grade E-6 who are married to
each other, have no other dependents, and are
simultaneously assigned to sea duty are jointly
entitled to one basic allowance for housing dur-
ing the period of such simultaneous sea duty.
The amount of the allowance shall be based on
the without dependents rate for the pay grade
of the senior member of the couple. However,
this paragraph shall not apply to a couple if
one or both of the members are entitled to a
basic allowance for housing under paragraph
(2).

“(4) For purposes of this subsection, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall prescribe, by regulation,
definitions of the terms 'field duty’ and ‘sea
duty’.

““(e) BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR QUARTERS.—(1)
The Secretary of Defense shall determine the
costs of adequate housing in a military housing
area for all members of the uniformed services
entitled to a basic allowance for quarters in that
area. The Secretary shall base the determination
upon the costs of adequate housing for civilians
with comparable income levels in the same area.

“(2) The monthly amount of a basic allowance
for quarters for an area of the United States for
a member of a uniformed service is equal to dif-
Jerence between—

“(A) the monthly cost of housing in that area,
as determined by the Secretary of Defense, for
members of the uniformed services serving in the
same pay grade and with the same dependency
status as the member; and

“(B) 15 percent of the national average
monthly cost of housing in the United States, as
determined by the Secretary, for members of the
uniformed services serving in the same pay
grade and with the same dependency status as
the member.

“'(3) The rates of basic allowance for quarters
shall be reduced as necessary to comply with
this paragraph. The total amount that may be
paid for a fiscal year for the basic allowance for
quarters is the product of—

“(A) the total amount authorized to be paid
for such allowance for the preceding fiscal year
(as adjusted under paragraph (5)); and

“{B) a fraction—

(i) the numerator of which is the inder of the
national average monthly cost of housing for
June of the preceding fiscal year; and

“(ii) the denominator of which is the indexr of
the national average monthly cost of housing
for June of the fiscal year before the preceding
fiscal year.

“'(4) An adjustment in the rates of basic allow-
ance for quarters as a result of the Secretary’s
redetermination of housing costs in an area
shall take effect on the same date as the effec-
tive date of the next increase in basic pay under
section 1009 of this title or other provision of
law.

“(5) In making a determination under para-
graph (3) for a fiscal year, the amount author-
ized to be paid for the preceding fiscal year for
the basic allowance for guarters shall be ad-
justed to reflect changes during the year for
which the determination is made in the number,
grade distribution, geographic distribution, and
dependency status of members of the uniformed
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services entitled lo the allowance from the num-
ber of such members during the preceding fiscal
year,

*(6) So long as a member of a uniformed serv-
ice retains uninterrupted eligibility to receive a
basic allowance for quarters within an area of
the United States, the monthly amount of the
allowance for the member may not be reduced as
a result of changes in housing costs in the area,
changes in the national average monthly cost of
housing, or the promotion of the member.

*“(f) OVERSEAS STATION HOUSING ALLOW-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary of Defemnse may pre-
scribe an overseas station housing allowance for
a member of a uniformed service who is on duty
outside of the United States. The Secretary shall
base the station housing allowance on housing
costs in the overseas area in which the member
is assigned.

“‘(2) So long as a member of a uniformed serv-
ice retains uninterrupted eligibility to receive an
overseas station housing allowance in an over-
seas area and the actual monthly cost of hous-
ing for the member is not reduced, the monthly
amount of the overseas station housing allow-
ance may not be reduced as a result of changes
in housing costs in the area or the promotion of
the member. The monthly amount of the allow-
ance may be adjusted to reflect changes in cur-
rency rates.

‘““(g) FAMILY SEPARATION HOUSING ALLOW-
ANCE.—(1) A member of a uniformed service with
dependents who is on permanent duty at a loca-
tion described in paragraph (2) is entitled to a
family separation housing allowance under this
subsection at @ monthly rate equal to the rate of
basic allowance for quarters or overseas station
housing allowance established for that location
for members without dependents in the same
grade.

“(2) A permanent duty location referred to in
paragraph (1) is a location—

“(A) to which the movement of the member’s
dependents is nol authorized at the erpense of
the United States under section 406 of this title,
and the member's dependents do not reside at or
near the location,; and

‘“(B) at which quarters of the United States
are notl available for assignment to the member.

“(3) The allowance provided under this sub-
section is in addition to any other allowance or
per diem that the member is otherwise entitled to
under this title.

“‘(h) PARTIAL ALLOWANCE.—(1) The Secretary
of Defense may prescribe a partial basic allow-
ance for housing for a member of a uniformed
service without dependents who is not entitled
to the allowance pursuant to subsection (c) or
(d).
‘(2) In the case of a member of a uniformed
service who is assigned to quarters of the United
States and pays child support, the Secretary of
Defense may authorize the payment of a partial
basic allowance for housing, at a rate prescribed
by the Secretary, on account of the member's
payment of the child support. The allowance
shall be at a reduced rate to reflect the member's
assignment to quarters of the United States, The
amount of the partial allowance shall not ex-
ceed the monthly rate of the member's child sup-
port. The payment of a partial allowance under
this paragraph to a member may be in addition
to any allowance paid to the member under
paragraph (1).

‘(i) SPECIAL RULES FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS.—
(1)(A) In the case of a member of a reserve com-
ponent of a uniformed service without depend-
ents who is called or ordered to active duty
(other than for training) or a retired member
without dependents ordered to active duty
under section 688(a) of title 10, the member shall
be considered to be assigned to duty at the loca-
tion of the primary residence of the member at
the time of the call or order for purposes of de-
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termining the amount of the member's basic al-
lowance for housing.

“(B) If a member described in subparagraph
(A) is called or ordered lo active duly for less
than 30 days, the Secretary of Defense shall pre-
scribe the amount of the basic allowance for
housing to be paid to the member.

‘“(C) This paragraph shall not apply to a
member described in subparagraph (A) if the
member is authorized transportation of house-
hold goods under section 406 of this title as part
of the call or order to active duty or if the pri-
mary residence of the member is not owned by
the member or the member is not responsible for
rental payments.

“(2) A member of a uniformed service without
dependents who is in pay grade E-4 (four or
more years' service), or above, is entitled to a
basic allowance for housing while the member is
in a travel or leave status between permanent
duty stations, including time granted as delay
en route or proceed time, when the member is
not assigned to quarters of the United States.
Notwithstanding subsection (e)(2), the rate of
basic allowance for gquarters for such a member
shall be equal to the national average monthly
cost of housing in the United States, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, for members of the uni-
formed services serving in the same pay grade
and with the same dependency status as the
member.

““(3) The eligibility of an aviation cadet of the
Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard
for a basic allowance for housing shall be deter-
mined as if the aviation cadet were a member
of the uniformed services in pay grade E—.

““(4) In the case of a member without depend-
ents who is assigned to duty inside the United
States, the location or the circumstances of
which make it necessary that the member be re-
assigned under the conditions of low cost or no
cost permanent change of station or permanent
change of assignment, the member may be treat-
ed as if the member were not reassigned if the
Secretary concerned determines that it would be
inequitable to base the member's entitlement to,
and amount of, a basic allowance for housing
on the area to which the member is reassigned.

“(j) ADMINISTRATION.—(1) The Secretary con-
cerned may make such determinations as may be
necessary to administer this section, including
determinations of dependency and relationship.
When warranted by the circumstances, the Sec-
retary concerned may reconsider and change or
modify any such determination. This authority
may be delegated by the Secretary concerned.
Any determination made under this section with
regard to a member of the uniformed services is
final and is not subject to review by any ac-
counting officer of the United States or a court,
unless there is fraud or gross negligence.

“(2) Parking facilities (including utility con-
nections) provided members of the uniformed
services for house trailers and mobile homes not
owned by the Government shall not be consid-
ered to be quarters for the purposes of this sec-
tion or any other provision of law. Any fees es-
tablished by the Government for the use of such
a facility shall be established in an amount suf-
ficient to cover the cost of maintenance, serv-
ices, and utilities and to amortize the cost of
construction of the facility over the 25-year pe-
riod beginning with the completion of such con-
struction.

(k) TEMPORARY CONTINUATION OF ALLOW-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary of Defense, or the Sec-
retary of Transportation in the case of the
Coast Guard when not operating as a service in
the Navy, may allow the dependents of a mem-
ber of the armed forces who dies while on active
duty and whose dependents are occupying fam-
ily housing provided by the Department of De-
fense, or by the Department of Transportation
in the case of the Coast Guard, other than on a
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rental basis on the date of the member's death
to continue to occupy such housing without
charge for a period of 180 days.

*(2) The Secretary concerned may pay an al-
lowance for housing to the dependents of a
member of the uniformed services who dies while
on active duty and whose dependents are not
occupying a housing facility under the jurisdic-
tion of a uniformed service on the date of the
member's death or are occupying such housing
on a rental basis on such date, or whose de-
pendents vacate such housing sooner than 180
days after the date of the member’s death. The
amount of the allowance shall be the same
amount that would otherwise be payable to the
deceased member under this section if the mem-
ber had not died. The payment of an allowance
under this paragraph shall terminate 180 days
after the date of the member’s death."'.

(b) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED AUTHORITIES.—(1)
Section 403a of title 37, United States Code, is
repealed.

(2) Section 405 of such title is amended—

(A) by striking out subsection (b); and

(B) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) as
subsections (b) and (c), respectively.

(3) Section 427 of such title is amended—

(A) by striking out subsection (a); and

{B) in subsection (b)—

(i) by striking out '‘(b) ADDITIONAL SEPARA-
TION ALLOWANCE—" and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘(a) AVAILABILITY OF SEPARATION AL-
LOWANCE.—"";

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking out ‘‘includ-
ing subsection (a)' and inserting in lieu thereof
“ineluding section 403(g) of this title'’;

(iii) in paragraph (4)—

(1) by striking out *'(4) A member' and insert-
ing in lieu thereof ''(b) EFFECT OF ELECTION TO
SERVE UNACCOMPANIED TOUR OF DUTY.—A
member’’;

(II) by striking out “‘paragraph (1)(A) of this
subsection” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘sub-
section (a)(INA)""; and

(iv) in paragraph (5)—

(1) by striking out *‘(5) Section 421" and in-
serting in lieu thereof '(c) EFFECT OF DEPEND-
ENT ENTITLED TO BASIC Pay.—Section 421"; and

(11) by striking out “paragraph (1)(D)" both
places it appears and inserting in lieu thereof
“subsection (a)(1)(D)"".

(4) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 7 of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out the items relating to
sections 403 and 403a and inserting in lieu there-
of the following new item:

'403. Basic allowance for housing."'".

(¢) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Title 37,
United States Code, is amended—

(A) in section 101(25), by striking out ‘‘basic
allowance for quarters (including any variable
housing allowance or station housing allow-
ance)'" and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘basic al-
lowance for housing™;

(B) in section 406(c), by striking out “'sections
404 and 405" and inserting in lieu thereof 'sec-
tions 403(f), 404, and 405'";

(C) in section 420(c), by striking out “‘quar-
ters"’ and inserting in lieu thereof “‘housing'';

(D) in section 551(3)(D), by striking out "‘basic
allowance for guarters'' and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘basic allowance for housing''; and

(E) in section 1014(a), by striking out “‘basic
allowance for quarters’ and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘*basic allowance for housing''.

(2) Title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(A) in section 708(c)(1), by striking out “‘basic
allowance for quarters or basic allowance for
subsistence’ and inserling in lieu thereof “‘basic
allowance for housing under section 403 of title
37, basic allowance for subsistence under section
402 of such title,"";

(B) in section 2830(a)—

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking out *‘basic al-
lowance for guarters” and inserting in lieu
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thereof "‘basic allowance for housing under sec-
tion 403 of title 37"'; and

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking out "“basic al-
lowance for guarters” and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘basic allowance for housing'’;

(C) in section 2882(b)—

(i) in paragraph (1), by siriking out ‘‘section
403(b)"" and inserting in liew therveof “‘section
403"'; and

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking out '‘basic al-
lowance for quarters’’ and all that follows
through the end of the paragraph and inserting
in lieu thereof ‘“‘busic allowance for housing
under section 403 of title 37.";

(D) in section 7572(b)—

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking out *‘the total
of—"" and all that follows through the end of
the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereaf “‘the
basic allowance for housing payable under sec-
tion 403 of title 37 to a member of the same pay
grade without dependents for the period during
which the member is deprived of gquarters on
board ship.''; and

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking out “basic al-
lowance for quarters' and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘basic allowance for housing''; and

(E) in section 7573, by striking out ‘‘basic al-
lowance for quarters’ and inserting in lieu
thereof '‘basic allowance for housing under sec-
tion 403 of title 37",

(3) Section 5561(6)(D) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘‘basic allow-
ance for quarters' and inserting in lieu thereof
“basic allowance for housing"'.

(4) Section 107(b) of title 32, Uniled States
Code, is amended by striking out “‘and quar-
ters' and inserting in liew thereof “and hous-

ing''.

(5) Section 4(k)(10) of the Military Selective
Service Act (50 U.S.C. App. 454(k)(10)) is amend-
ed by striking out “‘as such terms” and all that
follows through “extended or amended' and in-
serting in lieu thereof '‘shall be entitled to re-
ceive a dependency allowance equal to the basic
allowance for quarters provided for persons in
pay grade E-1 under section 403 of title 37,
United States Code,"".

(d) TRANSITION TO BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR
HousinG.—The Secretary of Defense shall de-
velop and implement a plan to incrementally
manage the rate of growth of the various compo-
nents of the basic allowance for housing author-
ized by section 403 of litle 37, United States Code
(as amended by subsection (a)), during a transi-
tion period of not more than sir years. During
the transition period, the Secretary may con-
tinue to use the authorities provided under sec-
tions 403, 403a, 405(b), and 427(a) of title 37,
United States Code (as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of the enactment of this Act), but
subject to such modifications as the Secretary
considers necessary, to provide allowances for
members of the uniformed services.

(e) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS TO REDUCE OUT-
OF-POCKET HOUSING COSTS.—Of the amount
authorized to be appropriated pursuant to sec-
tion 421 for military personnel, $35,000,000 shall
be available to the Secretary of Defense to in-
crease the rates of basic allowance for quarters
authorized members of the Armed Forces by sec-
tion 403 of title 37, United States Code (as
amended by subsection (a)), so as to further re-
duce out-of-pocket housing costs incurred by
members of the Armed Forces.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays
SEC. 611. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN BO-
NUSES AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR RESERVE FORCES.

(a) SPECIAL PAY FOR HEALTH PROFESSIONALS
IN CRITICALLY SHORT WARTIME SPECIALTIES.—
Section 302g(f) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out “‘September 30, 1998
a;td inserting in lieu thereof “‘September 30,
1998,
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(b)  SELECTED  RESERVE  REENLISTMENT
Bonus.—Section 308b(f) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking out "'September 30,
1998’' and inserting in lieu thereof *‘September
30, 1999,

(¢) SELECTED RESERVE ENLISTMENT BONUS.—

Section 308c(e) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out ‘‘September 30, 1998
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘September 30,
1999'",
(d) SPECIAL PAY FOR ENLISTED MEMBERS AS-
SIGNED TO CERTAIN HIGH PRIORITY UNITS.—Sec-
tion 308d(c) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out ‘‘September 30, 1998"
and inserting in lieu thereof *‘September 30,
1999'",

(e) SELECTED RESERVE AFFILIATION BONUS.—
Section 308e(e) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out *‘September 30, 1998
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘September 30,
1999°",

(f) READY RESERVE ENLISTMENT AND REEN-
LISTMENT BONUS.—Section 308h(g) of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by striking out
“September 30, 1998"" and inserting in lieu there-
of “September 30, 1999"",

(g) PRIOR SERVICE ENLISTMENT BONUS—Sec-
tion 308i(i) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out *‘September 30, 1998
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘September 30,
1999,

SEC. 612. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN BO-
NUSES AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR NURSE OFFICER CAN-
DIDATES, REGISTERED NURSES, AND
NURSE ANESTHETISTS.

(@) NURSE OFFICER CANDIDATE ACCESSION
PROGRAM.—Section 2130a(a)(1) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking out
““September 30, 1998"" and inserting in lieu there-
of "‘September 30, 1999"".

(b) ACCESSION BONUS FOR REGISTERED
NURSES.—Section 302d(a)(1) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by striking out ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 1998 and inserting in lieu thereof
“September 30, 1999,

(c) INCENTIVE SPECIAL PAY FOR NURSE ANES-
THETISTS.—Section 302e(a)(l) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by striking out ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 1998"° and inserting in lieu thereof
“September 30, 1999"".

SEC. 613. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES
RELATING TO PAYMENT OF OTHER
BONUSES AND SPECIAL PAYS.

(a) AVIATION OFFICER RETENTION BONUS.—
Section 301b¢a) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out “‘September 30, 1998,
and inserting in lieu thereof '‘September 30,
1999."".

(b) REENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM-
BERS.—Section 308(g) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking out '‘September 30,
1998"" and inserting in lieu thereof ''September
30, 1999".

(c) ENLISTMENT BONUSES FOR MEMBERS WITH
CRITICAL SKILLS.—Sections 308a(c) and 308f(c)
of title 37, United States Code, are each amend-
ed by striking out ‘‘September 30, 1998 and in-
serting in lieu thereof “‘September 30, 1999".

(d) SPECIAL PAY FOR NUCLEAR QUALIFIED OF-
FICERS EXTENDING PERIOD OF ACTIVE DUTY.—
Section 312(e) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out “‘September 30, 1998"
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘September 30,
1999,

(e) NUCLEAR CAREER ACCESSION BONUS.—Sec-
tion 312b(c) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out '‘September 30, 1998”
and inserting in lieu thereof “September 30,
1999"".

() NUCLEAR CAREER ANNUAL INCENTIVE
Bownvus.—Section 312¢(d) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by striking out “Octo-
ber 1, 1998" and inserting in lieu thereof "“Octo-
ber 1, 1999"'.
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(g) REPAYMENT OF EDUCATION LOANS FOR
CERTAIN HEALTH PROFESSIONALS WHO SERVE IN
THE SELECTED RESERVE.—Section 16302(d) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing out “"October 1, 1998"" and inserting in lieu
thereof “October 1, 1999"'.

SEC. 614. INCREASE IN MINIMUM MONTHLY RATE
OF HAZARDOUS DUTY INCENTIVE
PAY FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS.

(a) AERIAL FLIGHT CREWMEMBERS.—The table
in subsection (b) of section 301 of title 37, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out 110" each place it appears
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘150", and

(2) by striking out 125" each place it appears
and inserting in lieu thereof 150",

(b) AIR WEAPONS CONTROLLER AIRCREW.—The
table in subsection (c)(2)(A) of such section is
amended—

(1) by striking out 100" in the first column of
amounts and inserting in lieu thereof *'150'";

(2) by striking out 110" in the last column of
amounts and inserting in lieu thereof "150";
and

(3) by striking out 125" each place it appears
and inserting in lieu thereof 150",

{c) OTHER MEMBERS.—Subsection ({(cX1) of
such section is amended—

(1) by striking out "'8110"" and inserting in lieu
thereof “'8$150""; and

(2) by striking out "$165"" and inserting in lieu
thereof *‘8§225°".

SEC. 615. AVAILABILITY OF MULTIYEAR RETEN-
TION BONUS FOR DENTAL OFFICERS.

(@) AVAILABILITY OF RETENTION BONUS.—
Chapter 5 of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by inserting after section 301d the fol-
lowing new section:

“§301e. Multiyear retention bonus: dental offi-
cers of the armed forces

“(a) BONUS AUTHORIZED.—(1) A dental officer
described in subsection (b) who executes a writ-
ten agreement to remain on active duty for two,
three, or four years after completion of any
other active-duty service commitment may, upon
acceptance of the written agreement by the Sec-
retary of the military department concerned, be
paid a retention bonus as provided in this sec-
tion.

“(2) The amount of a retention bonus under
paragraph (1) may not exceed §14,000 for each
year covered by a four-year agreement. The
mazximum yearly retention bonus for two-year
and three-year agreements shall be reduced to
reflect the shorter service commitment.

“(b) OFFICERS AUTOMATICALLY ELIGIBLE.—
Subsection (a) applies to an officer of the armed
forces who—

‘(1) is an officer of the Dental Corps of the
Army or the Navy or an officer of the Air Force
designated as a dental officer;

“(2) has a dental specialty in oral and maxil-
lofacial surgery;

“(3) is in a pay grade below pay grade 0-7;

““(4) has at least eight years of creditable serv-
ice (computed as described in section 302b(g) of
this title) or has completed any active-duty serv-
ice commitment incurred for dental education
and training; and

“(5) has completed initial residency training
(or will complete such training before September
30 of the fiscal year in which the officer enters
into an agreement under subsection (a)).

“(c) EXTENSION OF BONUS 70 OTHER DENTAL
OFFICERS.—At the discretion of the Secretary of
the military department concerned, the Sec-
retary may enter into a written agreement de-
scribed in subsection (a)(1) with a dental officer
who does not have the dental specialty specified
in subsection (b)(2), and pay a retention bonus
to such an officer as provided in this section, if
the officer otherwise satisfies the eligibility re-
quirements specified in subsection (b). The Sec-
retaries shall exercise the authority provided in
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this section in a manner consistent with regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense.

*“(d) REFUNDS.—(1) Refunds shall be required,
on a pro rata basis, of sums paid under this sec-
tion if the officer who has received the payment
fails to complete the total period of active duty
specified in the agreement, as conditions and
circumstances warrant.

“(2) An obligation to reimburse the United
States imposed under paragraph (1) is for all
purposes a debt owed to the United States.

““(3) A discharge in bankruptcy under title 11,
United States Code, that is entered less than
five years after the termination of an agreement
under this section does not discharge the mem-
ber signing such agreement from a debt arising
under such agreement or under paragraph (1).
This paragraph applies to any case commenced
under title 11 after the date of the enactment of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1998.",

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
301d the following new item:

“301e. Multiyear retention bonus: dental officers
of the armed forces."".
SEC. 616. INCREASE IN VARIABLE AND ADDI-
TIONAL SPECIAL PAYS FOR CERTAIN
DENTAL OFFICERS.

(a) VARIABLE SPECIAL PAY FOR JUNIOR OFF{-
CERS.—Paragraph (2) of section 302b(a) of title
37, United States Code, is amended by striking
out subparagraphs (C) through (F) and insert-
ing in lieu thereof the following new subpara-
graphs:

“(C) 37,000 per year, if the officer has at least
sir but less than eight years of creditable serv-

ice.

“(D) $12,000 per year, if the officer has at
least eight but less than 12 years of creditable
service.

“(E) $10,000 per year, if the officer has at least
12 but less than 14 years of creditable service,

“(F) $9,000 per year, if the officer has at least
14 but less than 18 years of creditable service.

“(G) 88,000 per year, if the officer has 18 or
more years of creditable service.".

(b) VARIABLE SPECIAL PAY FOR SENIOR OFFI-
CERS.—Paragraph (3) of such section is amended
by striking out ‘31,000 and inserting in lieu
thereof 87,000,

(¢c) ADDITIONAL SPECIAL PAY.—Paragraph (4)
of such section is amended by striking out sub-
paragraphs (B) through (D) and inserting in
lieu thereof the following new subparagraphs:

“(B) $6,000 per year, if the officer has at least
three but less than 10 years of creditable service.

“(C) $15.000 per year, if the officer has 10 or
more years of creditable service.”.

SEC. 617. SPECIAL PAY FOR DUTY AT DES-
IGNATED HARDSHIP DUTY LOCA-
TIONS.

(@) SPECIAL PAY AUTHORIZED.—Section 305 of
title 37, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing out subsection (a) and inserting in lieu
thereof the following new subsection:

“(a) SPECIAL PAY AUTHORIZED.—A member of
a uniformed service who is entitled to basic pay
may be paidpecial pay under this section at a
monthly rate not to erceed $300 while the mem-
ber is on duty at a location in the United States
or outside the United States designated by the
Secretary of Defense as a hardship duty loca-
tion."".

(b) CROSS REFERENCES AND REGULATIONS.—
Such section is further amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) by inserting “EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN
MEMBERS SERVING IN CERTAIN LOCATIONS—"
after ‘(b)"; and

(B) by striking out “‘as foreign duty pay" and
inserting in lieu thereof “‘as hardship duty loca-
tion pay"';
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(2) in subsection (c)—

(A) by inserting “EXCEPTION FOR MEMBERS
RECEIVING CAREER SEA PAY.—'" after "(c)"; and

(B) by striking out “‘special pay under this
section’' and inserting in liew thereof "'‘hardship
duty location pay under subsection (a)'"; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense
shall prescribe regulations for the provision of
hardship duty location pay under subsection
(a), including the actual monthly rates at which
the special pay will be available.”.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) the heading
of such section is amended to read as follows:
“$305. Special pay: hardship duty location

pay”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 5 of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out the item relating to sec-
tion 305 and inserting in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing new item:

“'305. Special pay: hardship duty location pay.''.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 907(d)
of such title is amended by striking out “'duty at
certain places’” and inserting in lieu thereof
“duty at a hardship duty location”.

(e) TRANSITION.—Until such time as the Sec-
retary of Defense prescribes regulations regard-
ing the provision of hardship duty location pay
under section 305 of title 37, United States Code,
as amended by this section, the Secretary may
continue to use the authority provided by such
section 305, as in effect on the day before the
date of the enactment of this Act, to provide
special pay to enlisted members of the uniformed
services on duty at certain places.

SEC. 618. SELECTED RESERVE REENLISTMENT
BONUS.

(a) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.—Subsection (a)(1) of
section 308b of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking out *‘ten years' and insert-
ing in liew thereof *'14 years”,

(b) BONUS AMOUNTS; PAYMENT.—Subsection
(b) of such section is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(b)(1) The amount of a bonus under this sec-
tion may not exceed—

“'(A) 82,500, in the case of a member who reen-
lists or exrtends an enlistment for a period of
three years; and

“(B) $5,000, in the case of a member who reen-
lists or extends an enlistment for a period of siz
years.

“(2) The bonus shall be paid according to a
payment schedule determined by the Secretary
concerned, ercept that the initial payment to a
member may nol exceed one-half the total bonus
amount for the member."".

(¢) NUMBER OF INDIVIDUAL BONUSES—Sub-
section (c) of such section is amended to read as
follows:

“(c) A member may not be paid more than one
siz-year bonus or two three-year bonuses under
this section."’.

(d) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO SERVE SATISFAC-
TORILY.—Subsection (d) of such section Iis
amended to read as follows:

“(d) A member who receives @ bonus under
this section and who fails, during the period for
which the bonus was paid, to serve satisfac-
torily in the element of the Selected Reserve of
the Ready Reserve with respect to which the
bonus was paid shall refund to the United
States an amount that bears the same relation
to the amount of the bonus paid to the member
as the period that the member failed to serve
satisfactorily bears to the total period for which
the bonus was paid.’".

SEC. 619. SELECTED RESERVE ENLISTMENT
BONUS FOR FORMER ENLISTED
MEMBERS.

(@) ELIGIBLE PERSONS.—Subsection (a)(2) of

section 308i of title 37, United States Code, is
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amended by striking out subparagraph (A) and
inserting in lieu thereof the following new sub-
paragraph:

“(A) has completed a military obligation but
has less than 14 years of total military service;’’;

(b) BONUS AMOUNTS; PAYMENT.—Subsection
{b) of such section is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(b)(1) The amount of a bonus under this sec-
tion may not exceed—

“(A) $2,500, in the case of a person who enlists
for a period of three years; and

“(B) 85,000, in the case of a person who enlists
Jor a period of six years.

“(2) The bonus shall be paid according to a
payment schedule determined by the Secretary
concerned, ercept that the initial payment to a
person may not erceed one-half the tolal bonus
amount for the person.''.

(c) LIMITATIONS.—Subsection (c) of such sec-
tion is amended to read as follows:

“(e)(1) A person may not be paid more than
one sir-year bonus or two three-year bonuses
under this section.

“(2) A person may not be paid a bonus under
this section unless the specialty associated with
the position the person is projected to occupy as
a member of the Selected Reserve is a specialty
in which—

“'(A) the person successfully served while a
member on active duty; and

“(B) the person attained a level of qualifica-
tion while a member commensurate with the
grade and years of service of the member."'.

SEC. 620. SPECIAL PAY OR BONUSES FOR EN-
LISTED  MEMBERS  EXTENDING
TOURS OF DUTY OVERSEAS.

(@) INCLUSION OF BONUS INCENTIVE.—(1) Sec-
tion 314 of title 37, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

“$314. Special pay or bonus: qualified en-
liadodd bers J‘"gdﬂ‘yﬂ‘m-
ignated locations overseas
“(a) COVERED MEMBERS.—This section applies

with respect to an enlisted member of an armed

force who—

‘(1) is entitled to basic pay,

''(2) has a specialty that is designated by the
Secretary concerned for the purposes of this sec-
tion;

“(3) has completed a tour of duty (as defined
in accordance with regulations prescribed by the
Secretary concerned) at a location outside the 48
contiguous States and the District of Columbia
that is designated by the Secretary concerned
for the purposes of this section; and

“(4) at the end of that tour of duty erecutes
an agreement to ertend that tour for a period of
not less than one year.

“(b) SPECIAL PAY OR BONUS AUTHORIZED.—
Under regulations prescribed by the Secretary
concerned, an enlisted member described in sub-
section (a) is entitled, upon acceptance by the
Secretary concerned of the agreement providing
Jor extension of the member's tour of duty, to ei-
ther—

(1) special pay for duty performed during the
period of the ertension al a rate of not more
than $80 per month, as prescribed by the Sec-
retary concerned; or

“(2) a bonus of up to $2,000 per year, as pre-
seribed by the Secretary concerned, for specialty
requirements at designated locations.

“'(¢) SELECTION AND PAYMENT OF SPECIAL PAY
OR BoNUS.—Not later than the date on which
the Secretary concerned accepts an agreement
described in subsection (a)(4) providing for the
ertension of a member's tour of duty, the Sec-
retary concerned shall notify the member re-
garding whether the member will receive special
pay or a bonus under this section. The payment
rate for the special pay or bonus shall be fired
at the time of the agreement and may not be
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changed during the period of the ertended tour
of duty. The Secretary concerned may pay a
bonus under this section either in a lump sum or
installments.

“(d) REPAYMENT OF BONUS.—(1) If a member
who receives all or part of a bonus under this
section fails to complete the lotal period of ex-
tension specified in the agreement described in
subsection (a)(4), the Secretary concerned may
require the member to repay the United States,
on a pro rata basis and to the extent that the
Secretary  determines conditions and cir-
cumstances warrant, amounts paid to the mem-
ber under this section.

“'(2) An obligation to repay the United States
imposed under paragraph (1) is for all purposes
a debt owed to the United States.

*“(3) A discharge in bankruptcy under title 11
that is entered less than five years after the ter-
mination of the agreement does not discharge
the member signing the agreement from a debt
arising under the agreement or under paragraph
(1). This paragraph applies to any case com-
menced under title 11 on or after October 1, 1997.

‘'(e) EFFECT OF REST AND RECUPERATIVE AB-
SENCE.—A member who elects to receive one of
the benefits specified in section 705(b) of title 10
as part of the extension of a tour of duty is not
entitled to the special pay or bonus authorized
by this section for the period of the extension of
duty for which the benefilt under such section is
provided."".

(2) The item relating to section 314 in the table
of sections at the beginning of chapter 5 of such
title is amended to read as follows:

“314. Special pay or bonus: gqualified enlisted
members extending duty at des-
ignated locations overseas.’.

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.—Section 314
of title 37, United States Code, as amended by
subsection (a), shall apply with respect to an
agreement to ertend a tour of duty as provided
in such section erecuted on or after October 1,
1997.

SEC. 621. INCREASE IN AMOUNT OF FAMILY SEPA-
RATION ALLOWANCE.

Section 427 of title 37, United States Code (as
amended by section 604(b)(3)), is further amend-
ed in subsection (a)(1) by striking out 375" and
inserting in lieu thereof "'$100",

SEC. 622. CHANGE IN REQUIREMENTS FOR READY
RESERVE MUSTER DUTY ALLOW-
ANCE.

Section 433(c) of title 37, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking out “‘and
shall be” and all that follows through “‘is per-
formed'’; and

(2) by inserting after the first sentence the fol-
lowing new sentlence: ''The allowance may be
paid to the member on or before the date on
which the muster duty is performed, but shall be
paid not later than 30 days after the date on
which the muster duty is performed.’".

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

SEC. 631. TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION ALLOW-
ANCES FOR DEPENDENTS OF MEM-
BER SENTENCED BY COURT-MAR-
TIAL.

Section 406(h)(2)(C) of title 37, United Stales
Code, is amended by striking out the comma at
the end of clause (iii) and all that follows
through ‘‘title 10." and inserting in lieu thereof
a period.

SEC. 632. DISLOCATION ALLOWANCE.

Section 407 of title 37, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

“§407. Travel and transportation allowances:
dislocation allowance

“fa) BASIC ELIGIBILITY.—(1) Under regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary concerned, a
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member of a uniformed service described in
paragraph (2) is entitled to a dislocation allow-
ance at the rate set forth in the tables in sub-
section (c) for the member's pay grade and de-
pendency status.

“(2) A member of the uniformed services re-
ferred to in paragraph (1) is any of the fol-
lowing:

“(A) A member who makes a change of perma-
nent station and the member’s dependents aclu-
ally make an authorized move in connection
with the change, including a move by the de-
pendents—

‘(i) to join the member at the member's duty
station after an unaccompanied tour of duty
when the member's next tour of duty is an ac-
companied tour at the same station; and

**(ii) to a location designated by the member
after an accompanied tour of duty when the
member's next tour of duty is an unaccompanied
tour at the same duty station.

“(B) A member whose dependents actually
move pursuant to section 405a(a), 406(e), 406(h),
or 554 of this title.

(C) A member whose dependents actually
move from their place of residence under cir-
cumstances described in section 406a of this title.

‘(D) A member who is without dependents
and—

“(i) actually moves to a mew permanent sta-
tion where the member is not assigned to gquar-
ters of the United States; or

“*(ii) actually moves from a place of residence
under circumstances described in section 406a of
this title.

“(E) A member who is ordered to move in con-
nection with the closure or realignment of a
military installation and, as a result, the mem-
ber’s dependents actually move or, in the case of
a member without dependents, the member actu-
ally moves.

“(3) If a dislocation allowance is paid under
this subsection to a member described in sub-
paragraph (C) or (D)(ii), the member is not enti-
tled to another dislocation allowance as a mem-
ber described in subparagraph (A) or (E) in con-
nection with the same move.

“(b) SECOND ALLOWANCE AUTHORIZED UNDER
CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES.—(1) Under regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary concerned,
whenever a member is entitled to a dislocation
allowance as a member described in subpara-
graph (C) or (D)(ii) of subsection (a)(2), the
member is also entitled to a second dislocation
allowance at the rate set forth in the tables in
subsection (c) for the member’s pay grade and
dependency status if, subsequent to the member
or the member's dependenits actually moving
from their place of residence wunder Ccir-
cumstances described in section 406a of this title,
the member or member's dependents complete
that move to a new location and then actually
move from that new location to another location
also under circumstances described in section
406a of this title.

“(2) If a second dislocation allowance is paid
under this subsection, the member is not entitled
to a dislocation allowance as a member de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) or (E) of subsection
(a)(2) in connection with those moves.

“(c) DISLOCATION ALLOWANCE RATES.—(1) A
dislocation allowance under this section shall be
paid at the following monthly rates, based on a
member’s pay grade and dependency status:

Without de- ith d-

Paygrade ;\\mgi mf: With ei?:m
52,061.75 $2,538.00

2,061.75 2,538.00

2,061.75 2,538.00

2,061.75 2,538.00

1,891.50 2,285.25

1.821.75 2,202.75

1,688.25 1,941.75

1,353.00 1,606.50
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Without de- With depend-
Paygrade pendents ents
0-2 1.073.25 1,371L.75
o-1 903.75 1,226.25
Without de- With depend-
Paygrade pendents en!‘?m
$1,461.00 $1,726.50
1,242.00 1,557.75
1,068.00 1,439.25
Without de- With depend-
Paygrade P gl
$1,715.25 $1,874.25
1,523.25 1,718.25
1,280.00 1,574.25
1,137.00 1,448.25
951.75 1,252.50
Without de- With depend-
Paygrade pendents ents
Bl i $1.251.00 $1,649.25
1,148.25 1,520.25
981.00 1.411.50
8§88.00 1,304.25
819.00 1,173.00
712.50 1,020.00
699.00 949.50
567.75 903.75
506.25 903.75

“(2) For each calendar year after 1997, the
Secretary of Defense shall adjust the rates in
the tables in paragraph (1) by the percentage
equal to the rate of change of the national aver-
age monthly cost of housing, as determined by
the Secretary under section 403 of this title for
that calendar year.

“fd) FISCAL YEAR LIMITATION; EXCEPTIONS.—
(1) A member is not entitled to more than one
dislocation allowance during a fiscal year un-
less—

“(4) the Secretary concerned finds that the
erigencies of the service require the member to
make more than one change of permanent sta-
tion during the fiscal year;

“(B) the member is ordered to a service school
as a change of permanent station;

“(C) the member's dependents are covered by
section 405a(a), 406(e), 406(h), or 554 of this title;
or

‘(D) subparagraph (C) or (D)(ii) of subsection
(a)(2) or subsection (b) apply with respect to the
member or the member’s dependents.

““(2) This subsection does not apply in time of
national emergency or in time of war.

“(e) FIRST OR LAST DUTY.—A member is not
entitled to payment of a dislocation allowance
when ordered from the member's home to the
member's first duty station or from the member's
last duty station to the member's home.

‘““(f) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes of
this section, a member whose dependents may
not make an authorized move in connection
with a change of permanent station is consid-
ered a member without dependents.

“'(g) ADVANCE PAYMENT.—A dislocation allow-
ance payable under this section may be paid in
advance."'.

Subtitle D—Retired Pay, Survivor Benefits,
and Related Maiters
SEC. 641. TIME IN WHICH CERTAIN CHANGES IN
BENEFICIARY UNDER SURVIVOR
BENEFIT PLAN MAY BE MADE.

(a) EXTENSION OF TIME FOR CHANGE.—Section
1450(f)(INC) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by inserting before the period at the
end the following: **, ercept that such a change
of election to change a beneficiary under the
Plan from a former spouse to a spouse may be
made at any time after the person providing the
annuity remarries (rather than only within one
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year after the date on which that person mar-
ries)"’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to
marriages occurring before, on, or after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

Subtitle E—Other Maltters

SEC. 651, DEFINITION OF SEA DUTY FOR PUR-
POSES OF CAREER SEA PAY.

Section 305a(d) of title 37, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking out *',
ship-based staff, or ship-based aviation unit'';

(2) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking out “‘or
ship-based staff"’;

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) as
paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and

(4) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

''(2) The Secretary concerned may designate
duty performed by a member while serving on a
ship the primary mission of which is accom-
plished either while under way or in port as ‘sea
duty’ for purposes of this section, even though
the duty is performed while the member is per-
manently or temporarily assigned to a ship-
based staff or other unit not covered by para-
graph (1).".

SEC. 652. LOAN REPAYMENT PROGRAM FOR COM-
MISSIONED OFFICERS IN CERTAIN
HEALTH PROFESSIONS.

(a) Chapter 109 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following
new section:

“$2173. Education loan repayment program:
commissioned officers in specified health
professions
“fa) AUTHORITY TO REPAY [EDUCATION

LoaNs.—For the purpose of maintaining ade-

quate numbers of commissioned officers of the

armed forces on active duty who are gualified in
the various health professions, the Secretary of

a military department may repay, in the case of

a person described in subsection (b), a loan that

was used by the person to finance education re-

garding a health profession and was obtained
from a governmental entity, private financial
institution, school, or other authorized entity.

‘(b) ELIGIBLE PERSONS.—T'0 be eligible to ob-
tain a loan repayment under this section, a per-
son must—

“(1) satisfy one of the academic requirements
specified in subsection (c);

‘“(2) be fully qualified for, or hold, an ap-
pointment as a commissioned officer in one of
the health professions; and

“(3) sign a written agreement to serve on ac-
tive duty, or, if on active duty, to remain on ac-
tive duty for a period in addition to any other
incurred active duty obligation.

“(¢) ACADEMIC REQUIREMENTS.—Ome of the
following academic requirements must be satis-
fied for purposes of determining the eligibility of
a person for a loan repayment under this sec-
tion:

‘(1) The person must be fully qualified in a
health profession that the Secretary of the mili-
tary department concerned has determined to be
necessary to meet identified skill shortages.

*(2) The person must be enrolled as a full-time
student in the final year of a course of study at
an accredited educational institution leading to
a degreen a health profession other than medi-
cine or osteopathic medicine.

“(3) The person must be enrolled in the final
vear of an approved graduate program leading
to specialty qualification in medicine, dentistry,
osteopathic medicine, or other health profession.

“(d) CERTAIN PERSON INELIGIBLE.—Partici-
pants of the Armed Forces Health Professions
Scholarship and Financial Assistance program
under subchapter I of chapter 105 of this title
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and students of the Uniformed Services Univer-
sity of the Health Sciences established under
section 2112 of this title are not eligible for the
repayment of an education loan under this sec-
tion.

“{e) LOAN REPAYMENTS.—(1) Subject to the
limits established by paragraph (2), a loan re-
payment under this section may consist of pay-
ment of the principal, interest, and related ex-
penses of a loan obtained by a person described
in subsection (b) for—

“(A) all educational erpenses, comparable to
all educational expenses recognized under sec-
tion 2127(a) of this title for participants in the
Armed Forces Health Professions Scholarship
and Financial Assistance program, and

“(B) reasonable living exrpenses, not to exrceed
erpenses comparable to the stipend paid under
section 2121(d) of this title for participants in
the Armed Forces Health Professions Scholar-
ship and Financial Assistance program.

“(2) For each year of obligated service that a
person agrees to serve in an agreement described
in subsection (b)(3), the Secretary of the military
department concerned may pay not more than
322,000 on behalf of the person. This maximum
amount shall be increased annually by the Sec-
retary of Defense effective October 1 of each
year by a percentage equal to the percent in-
crease in the average annual cost of educational
erpenses and stipend costs of a single scholar-
ship under the Armed Forces Health Professions
Scholarship and Financial Assistance program.
The total amount that may be repaid on behalf
of any person may not exceed an amount deter-
mined on the basis of a four-year active duty
service obligation.

“(f) ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE OBLIGATION.—(1) A
person enlering into an agreement described in
subsection (b)(3) incurs an active duty service
obligation. The length of this obligation shall be
determined under regulations prescribed by the
Secretary of Defense, but those regulations may
not provide for a period of obligation of less
than one year for each marimun annual
amount, or portion thereof, paid on behalf of
the person for qualified loans.

“(2) For persons on active duty before enter-
ing into the agreement, the active duty service
obligation shall be served consecutively to any
other incurred obligation.

“(g) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO COMPLETE OBLI-
GATION.—A commissioned officer who is relieved
of the officer's active duty obligation under this
section before the completion of that obligation
may be given, with or without the consent of the
officer, any alternative obligation comparable to
any of the alternative obligations authorized by
section 2123(e) of this title for participants in
the Armed Forces Health Professions Scholar-
ship and Financial Assistance program.

“(h) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense
shall prescribe regulations to carry out this sec-
tion, including standards for qualified loans
and authorized payees and other terms and con-
ditions for the making of loan repayments.'’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

“2173. Education loan repayment program: com-
missioned officers in specified
health professions.”.

SEC. 653. CONFORMANCE OF NOAA COMMIS-
SIONED OFFICERS SEPARATION PAY
TO SEPARATION PAY FOR MEMBERS
OF OTHER UNIFORMED SERVICES.
(@) ELIMINATION OF LIMITATIONS ON AMOUNT
OF SEPARATION PAY.—Section 9 of the Coast and
Geodetic Survey Commissioned Officers’ Act of
1948 (33 U.S.C. 853h) is amended—
(1) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ", or
$30,000, whichever is less’";
(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking **, but in
no event more than $15,000""; and
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(3) in subsection (d), by striking *'(1)"", and by
striking paragraph (2).

(b) WAIVER OF RECOUPMENT OF AMOUNTS
WITHHELD FOR TAX PURPOSES FROM CERTAIN
SEPARATION Pay.—Section 9(e)(2) of the Coast
and Geodetic Survey Commissioned Officers’ Act
of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 833h) is amended in the first
sentence by inserting before the period at the
end the following: **, less the amount of Federal
income tax withheld from such pay (such with-
holding being at the flat withholding rate for
Federal income tar withholding, as in effect
pursuant to regulations prescribed under chap-
ter 24 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986)"".

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on October 1,996, and shall apply to pay-
ments of separation pay that are made after
September 30, 1997.

SEC. 654. REIMBURSEMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
SERVICE OFFICERS FOR ADOPTION
EXPENSES.

Section 221(a) of the Public Health Service Act
(42 U.S8.C. 213a(a)) is amended by adding at the
end the following new paragraph:

“(16) Section 1052, Reimbursement for adop-
tion erpenses."".

SEC. 655. PAYMENT OF BACK QUARTERS AND SUB-
SISTENCE ALLOWANCES TO WORLD
WAR II VETERANS WHO SERVED AS
GUERRILLA FIGHTERS IN THE PHIL-
IPPINES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the mili-
tary department concerned shall pay, upon re-
quest, to an individual described in subsection
(b) the amount determined with respect to that
individual under subsection (c).

(b) COVERED INDIVIDUALS.—A payment under
subsection (a) shall be made to any individual
who as a member of the Armed Forces during
World War Il—

(1) was captured within the territory of the
Philippines by Japanese forces;

(2) escaped [rom caplivity, and

(3) served as a guerrilla fighter in the Phil-
ippines during the period from January 1942
through February 1945.

(¢) AMOUNT TO BE PAID.—The amount of a
payment under subsection (a) shall be the
amount of quarters and subsistence allowance
which accrued to an individual described in
subsection (b) during the period specified in
paragraph (3) of subsection (b) and which was
not paid to that individual. For the purposes of
this subsection, the Secretary of War shall be
deemed to have determined that conditions in
the Philippines during the specified period justi-
fied payment under applicable regulations of
quarters and subsistence allowances at the maz-
imum special rate for duty where emergency
conditions eristed. The Secretary shall apply in-
terest compounded at the three-month Treasury
bill rate.

(d) PAYMENT TO SURVIVORS.—In the case of
any individual described in subsection (b) who
is deceased, payment under this section with re-
spect to that individual shall be made to that in-
dividual's nearest surviving relative, as deter-
mined by the Secretary concerned.

SEC. 656. SPACE AVAILABLE TRAVEL FOR MEM-
BERS OF SELECTED RESERVE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 157 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§2646. Space available travel: members of
Selected Reserve

“(a) AVAILABILITY —The Secretary of Defense
shall prescribe regulations to allow members of
the Selected Reserve in good standing (as deter-
mined by the Secretary concerned), and depend-
ents of such members, to receive transportation
on aircraft of the Department of Defense on a
space available basis under the same terms and
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conditions as apply to members of the armed
forces on active duty and dependents of such
members.

“'(b) CONDITION ON DEPENDENT TRANSPOR-
TATION.—A dependent of a member of the Se-
lected Reserve may be provided transportation
under Lthis section only when the dependent is
actually accompanying the member on the trav-
el.”,

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
“‘2646. Space available travel: members of Se-

lected Reserve.".

SEC. 657. STUDY ON MILITARY PERSONNEL AT,
NEAR, OR BELOW THE POVERTY
LINE.

() REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of Defense
shall conduct a study of members of the Armed
Forces and their dependents who subsist at,
near, or below the poverty line.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The study
shall include the following:

(1) An analysis of potential solutions for miti-
gating or eliminating income levels for members
of the Armed Forces that result in certain mem-
bers and their dependents subsisting at, near, or
below the poverty line, including potential solu-
tions involving changes in the systems and rates
of—

(A) basic allowance for subsistence for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces under section 402 of
title 37, United States Code;

(B) basic allowance for quarters for members
of the Armed Forces under section 403 of such
title;, and

(C) variable housing allowance for members of
the Armed Forces under section 403a of such
title.

(2) An analysis of the effect of the amend-
ments made by sections 603 and 604 of this Act
regarding the calculation of the basic allowance
for subsistence and the consolidation of the
basic allowance for guarters and variable hous-
ing allowance on mitigating or eliminating in-
come levels for members of the Armed Forces
that result in certain members and their depend-
ents subsisting at, near, or below the poverty
line (as defined in section 673(2) of the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, including
any revision required by that section).

(3) Identification of the populations of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and their dependents
maost likely to need income support under Fed-
eral programs (and the number of individuals in
each population), including—

(A) the populations living in areas of the
United States where housing costs are notably
high; and

(B) the populations living outside the United
States.

(4) The desirability of increasing rates of basic
pay during a defined number of years by vary-
ing percentages depending on pay grade, s0 as
to provide for greater increases for members in
lower pay grades than for higher pay grades.

(c) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress the
findings of the study conducted under sub-
section (a).

SEC. 658. IMPLEMENTATION OF DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE SUPPLEMENTAL FOOD
PROGRAM FOR MILITARY PER-
SONNEL OUTSIDE THE UNITED
STATES.

(a) FUNDING.—Section 1060a(b) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new sentence: ‘‘Pending re-
ceipt of such funds from the Secretary of Agri-
culture for any fiscal year, the Secretary of De-
fense may use funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for that fiscal year for oper-
ations and maintenance to carry out, and to
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avoid delay in implementation of, the program
referred to in subsection (a) during any fiscal
year.".

(b) SUBMISSION OF PLAN TO CONGRESS.—Not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress a plan for implementing the
special supplemental food program under sec-
tion 1060a of title 10, United States Code, as
amended by subsection (a).

TITLE VII-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Health Care Services

SEC. 701. EXPANSION OF RETIREE DENTAL IN-
SURANCE PLAN TO INCLUDE SUR-
VIVING SPOUSE AND CHILD DEPEND-
ENTS OF CERTAIN DECEASED MEM-
BERS.

Section 1076¢(b)(4) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—

(A) by striking out “dies" and inserting in
lieu thereof “‘died’'; and

(B) by striking out “‘or'" at the end of the sub-
paragraph;

(2) by striking out the period al the end of
subparagraph (B) and inserting in liew thereof
“ror'; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C) who died while on active duty for a pe-
riod of more than 30 days and whose eligible de-
pendents are not eligible, or no longer eligible,
for dental benefits under section 1076a of this
title pursuant to subsection (i)2) of such sec-
tion.”".

SEC. 702. PROVISION OF PROSTHETIC DEVICES
T0O COVERED BENEFICIARIES.

fa) INCLUSION AMONG AUTHORIZED CARE.—
Subsection (a) of section 1077 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new paragraph:

“(15) Prosthetic devices, as determined by the
Secretary of Defense to be necessary because of
significant conditions resulting from trauma,
congenital anomalies, or disease.”’,

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection (b)
of such section is amended by striking out para-
graph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“(2) Hearing aids, orthopedic footwear, and
spectacles, ercept that, outside of the United
States and at stations inside the United States
where adeguate civilian facilities are unavail-
able, such items may be sold to dependents at
cost to the United States."'.

Subtitle B—TRICARE Program

SEC. 711. ADDITION OF DEFINITION OF TRICARE
PROGRAM TO TITLE 10.

Section 1072 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

“(7) The term 'TRICARE program’ means the
managed health care program that is established
by the Department of Defense under the author-
ity of this chapter, principally section 1097 of
this title, and includes the competitive selection
of contractors to financially underwrite the de-
livery of health care services under the Civilian
Health and Medical Program of the Uniformed
Services,”.

SEC. 712, PLAN FOR EXPANSION OF MANAGED
CARE OPTION OF TRICARE PRO-
GRAM.

(@) EXPANSION PLAN REQUIRED.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall prepare a plan for the
erpansion of the managed care option of the
TRICARE program, known as TRICARE Prime,
into areas of the United States located outside
of the catchment areas of medical treatment fa-
cilities of the uniformed services, but in which
the managed care option is a cost-effective alter-
native because of—
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(1) the significant number of covered bene-
Jficiaries under chapter 55 of title 10, United
States Code, including retired members of the
Armed Forces and their dependents, who reside
in the areas; and

(2) the presence in the areas of sufficient non-
military health care provider networks.

(b) ALTERNATIVES.—As an alternative to ex-
pansion of the managed care option of the
TRICARE program to areas of the United States
in which there is few or no nonmilitary health
care provider networks, the Secretary shall in-
clude in the plan required under subsection (a)
an evaluation of the feasibility and cost-effec-
tiveness of providing a member of the Armed
Forces on active duty who is stationed in such
an area, or whose dependents reside in such an
area, with one or both of the following:

(1) A monetary stipend to assist the member in
obtaining health care services for the member or
the ber’s dependents.

(2) A reduction in the cost-sharing require-
ments applicable to the TRICARE program op-
tions otherwise available to the member to
match the reduced cost-sharing responsibilities
of the managed care option of the TRICARE
program.

(c) SUBMISSION OF PLAN.—Not later than
March 1, 1998, the Secretary shall submit to
Congress the plan required under subsection (a).

Subtitle C—Uniformed Services Treatment

Facilities

SEC. 721. IMPLEMENTATION OF DESIGNATED
PROVIDER AGREEMENTS FOR UNI-
FORMED SERVICES TREATMENT FA-
CILITIES.

() COMMENCEMENT OF HEALTH CARE SERV-
ICES UNDER AGREEMENT.—Subsection (c) of sec-
tion 722 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201, 10
U.S.C. 1073 note) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as
subparagraphs (A) and (B),

(2) by inserting ‘(1) before “*Unless’"; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(2) The Secretary may modify the effective
date established under paragraph (1) for an
agreement to permit a transition period of not
more than sir months between the date on
which the agreement is erecuted by the parlies
and the date on which the designated provider
commences the delivery of health care services
under the agreement.".

(b) TEMPORARY CONTINUATION OF EXISTING
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENTS.—Subsection (d) of
such section is amended by inserling before the
period at the end the following: ', including
any transitional period provided by the Sec-
retary under paragraph (2) of such subsection™.
SEC. 722. LIMITATION ON TOTAL PAYMENTS.

Section 726(b) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law
104-201, 10 U.S.C. 1073 note) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new sentence: "‘In
establishing the ceiling rate for enrollees with
the designated providers who are also eligible
for the Civilian Health and Medical Program of
the Uniformed Services, the Secretary of Defense
shall take into account the health status of the
enrollees.”’.

SEC. 723. CONTINUED ACQUISITION OF REDUCED-
COST DRUGS.

Section 722 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law
104-201; 10 U.S.C. 1073 note) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

“(g) CONTINUED ACQUISITION OF REDUCED-
CosT DrUGS.—A designated provider shall be
treated as part of the Department of Defense for
purposes of section 8126 of title 38, United States
Code, in connection with the provision by the
designated provider of health care services to
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covered beneficiaries pursuant to the participa-
tion agreement of the designated provider under
section 718(c) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law
101-510; 42 U.S.C. 248¢c note) or pursuant to the
agreement entered into under subsection (b).".

Subtitle D—Other Changes to Existing Laws
Regarding Health Care Management

SEC. 731. WAIVER OR REDUCTION OF COPAY-
MENTS UNDER OVERSEAS DENTAL
PROGRAM.

Section 1076a(h) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking out ‘‘Sec-
retary” and inserting in lieu thereof '‘Secretary
of Defense"’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: “‘In the case of such an overseas den-
tal plan, the Secretary may waive or reduce the
copayments otherwise required by subsection (e)
to the ertent the Secretary determines appro-
priate for the effective and efficient operation of
the plan.''.

SEC. 732. PREMIUM COLLECTION REQUIREMENTS
FOR MEDICAL AND DENTAL INSUR-
ANCE PROGRAMS.

() SELECTED RESERVE DENTAL INSURANCE.—
Paragraph (3) of section 1076b(b) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(3) The Secretary of Defense shall establish
procedures for the collection of the member’s
share of the premium for coverage by the dental
insurance plan. Not later than October 1, 1998,
the Secretary shall permit a member to pay the
member's share of the premium through a de-
duction and withholding from basic pay payable
to the member for inactive duty training or basic
pay payable to the member for active duty."".

(b) RETIREE DENTAL INSURANCE PLAN.—Para-
graph (2) of section 1076c(c) of such title is
amended to read as follows:

“(2) In the regulations prescribed under sub-
section (h), the Secretary of Defense shall estab-
lish procedures for the payment by enrolled
members and by other enrolled covered bene-
ficiaries of premiums charged for coverage by
the dental insurance plan. Not later than Octo-
ber 1, 1998, the Secretary shall permit a member
enrolled in the plan and entitled to retired pay
to pay the member's share of the premium
through a deduction and withholding from the
retired pay of the member."".

(¢} IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—Not later than
March 1, 1998, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress a plan to permit, not later
than October 1, 1998—

(1) an enrollee in the Selected Reserve dental
insurance plan authorized under section 1076b
of title 10, United States Code, to pay the enroll-
ee's share of the premium for such insurance
through a deduction and withholding from basic
pay payable to the enrollee;

(2) a retired member of the uniformed services
enrolled in the dental insurance plan authorized
under section 1076c of such title to pay the en-
rollee’s share of the premium for such insurance
through a deduction and withholding from re-
tired pay payable to the enrollee; and

(3) a retired member of the uniformed services
enrolled in the managed care option of the
TRICARErogram knoun as TRICARE
Prime to pay the enrollee’s share of the premium
fJor such option through a deduction and with-
holding from retired pay payable to the enrollee,

SEC. 733. CONSISTENCY BETWEEN CHAMPUS AND
MEDICARE IN PAYMENT RATES FOR
SERVICES.

(a) CONFORMITY BETWEEN RATES.—Section
1079(h) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by striking out paragraphs (1), (2), and (3)
and inserting in lieu thereof the following new
paragraph:
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“(1) Except as provided in paragraphs (2) and
(3), payment for a charge for services by an in-
dividual health care professional (or other non-
institutional health care provider) for which a
claim is submitted under a plan contracted for
under subsection (a) shall be equal to an
amount determined to be appropriate, to the ex-
tent practicable, in accordance with the same
reimbursement rules as apply to payments for
similar services under title XVIII of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.). The Sec-
retary of Defense shall determine the appro-
priate payment amount under this paragraph in
consultation with the other administering Secre-
taries."".

(b) REDUCED RATES AUTHORIZED.—Paragraph
(5) of such section is amended by adding at the
end the following new sentence: ““With the con-
sent of the health care provider, the Secretary is
also authorized to reduce the authorvized pay-
ment for certain health care services below the
amount otherwise required by the payment limi-
tations under paragraph (1)."".

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such section
is further amended—

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking out ‘‘para-
graph (4), the Secretary’ and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘‘paragraph (2), the Secretary of De-
fense'’; and

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), and
(6) as paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respectively.
SEC. 734. USE OF PERSONAL SERVICES CON-

TRACTS FOR PROVISION OF HEALTH
CARE SERVICES AND LEGAL PROTEC-
TION FOR PROVIDERS.

(a) USE OF CONTRACTS QUTSIDE MEDICAL
TREATMENT FACILITIES.—Section 1091(a) of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting (1) before “The Secretary of
Defense"; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(2) The Secretary of Defense may also enter
into personal services contracts to carry out
other health care responsibilities of the Sec-
retary, such as the provision of medical screen-
ing eraminations at Military Entrance Proc-
essing Stations, at locations outside medical
treatment facilities, as determined necessary
pursuant to regulations issued by the Sec-
retary.'".

(b) DEFENSE OF SUITS.—Section 1089 of such
title is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end the
following new sentence: "'This subsection shall
also apply if the physician, dentist, nurse, phar-
macist, or paramedical or other supporting per-
sonnel (or the estate of such person) involved is
serving under a personal services contract en-
tered into by the Secretary of Defense under sec-
tion 1091 of this title.''; and

(2) in subsection (f)}—

(A) by inserting *(1)"" after *(f)"'; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(2) With respect to the Secretary of Defense
and the Armed Forces Retirement Home Board,
the authority provided by paragraph (1) also in-
cludes the authority to provide for reasonable
attorney's fees for persons described in sub-
section (a), as determined necessary pursuant to
regulations issued by the head of the agency
concerned."’.

SEC, 735. PORTABILITY OF STATE LICENSES FOR
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE HEALTH
CARE PROFESSIONALS.

Section 1094 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(d)(1) Notwithstanding any law regarding
the licensure of health care providers, a health-
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care professional described in paragraph (2)
may practice the health profession or profes-
sions of the health-care professional in any
State, the District of Columbia, or a Common-
wealth, territory, or possession of the United
States, regardless of whether the practice occurs
in a health care Jacility of the Department of
Defense, a civilian facility affiliated with the
Department of Defense, or any other location
authorized by the Secretary of Defense .

“(2) A health-care professional referred to in
paragraph (1) is a member of the armed forces
who—

“(A) has a current license to practice medi-
cine, osteopathic medicine, dentistry, or another
health profession; and

“(B) is performing authorized duties for the
Department of Defense."".

SEC. 736. STANDARD FORM AND REQUIREMENTS
REGARDING CLAIMS FOR PAYMENT
FOR SERVICES.

(@) CLARIFICATION OF EXISTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Section 1106 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§1106. Submittal of claims: standard form;
time limits

“(a) STANDARD FORM.—The Secretary of De-
Jense, after consultation with the other admin-
istering Secretaries, shall prescribe by regulation
a standard form for the submission of claims for
the payment of health care services provided
under this chapter.

“(b) TIME FOR SUBMISSION.—A claim for pay-
ment for services shall be submitted as provided
in such regulations not later than one year after
the services are provided.''.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 55 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking out
the item relating to section 1106 and inserting in
lieu thereof the following new item:

1106, Submittal of claims: standard form; time
limits."".
SEC. 737. MEDICAL PERSONNEL CONSCIENCE
CLAUSE.

(@) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE POLICY.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall establish a uniform pol-
icy for the Army, Navy, and Air Force estab-
lishing the circumstances under which covered
members (as defined in subsection (d)) of the
Army, Navy, and Air Force may refuse, based
on conscience, to perform an abortion (or par-
ticipate in the performance of an abortion) or
provide a covered family planning service (or
participate in the provision of such a service).

(b) CONSCIENCE CLAUSE.—(1) The policy estab-
lished under subsection (a) shall provide that a
member of the Army, Navy, or Air Force who is
a covered member may not be required to per-
form an abortion (or participate in the perform-
ance of an abortion), or to provide a covered
family planning service (or participate in the
provision of such a service), if the member be-
lieves that to do so would be wrong on moral,
ethical or religious grounds.

(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply in a case in
which refusal to perform an abortion (or partici-
pate in the performance of an abortion) or pro-
vide a covered family planning service would
pose a life-threatening risk to the patient.

(c) COVERED FAMILY PLANNING SERVICES.—
For the purposes of this section, a covered fam-
ily planning service is any of the following:

(1) Contraceptive services, not limited to the
prescription or provision of a pharmaceutical
preparation, device, or chemical method.

(2) Surgical sterilization.

(d) COVERED MEMBER.—In this section, the
term ‘‘covered member’ means a member of the
Army, Navy, or Air Force who—

(1) in the case of the Army, is a member of the
Medical Corps, Dental Corps, Nurse Corps, Med-
ical Service Corps, Veterinary Corps, or Army
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Medical Specialist Corps or 15 an enlisted mem-
ber directly engaged in or directly supporting
medically related activities;

(2) in the case of the Navy, is a member of the
Medical Corps, Dental Corps, Nurse Corps, or
Medical Service Corps or is an enlisted member
directly engaged in or directly supporting medi-
cally related activities; and

(3) in the case of the Air Force, is designated
as a medical officer, dental officer, Air Force
nurse, medical service officer, or biomedical
science officer or is an enlisted member directly
engaged in or directly supporting medically re-
lated activilies.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The policy established
pursuant to subsection (a) shall apply with re-
spect to any refusal on or after the date of the
enactment of this Act to perform an abortion (or
participate in the performance of an abortion)
or to provide a covered family planning service.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

SEC. 741. CONTINUED ADMISSION OF CIVILIANS
AS STUDENTS IN PHYSICIAN ASSIST-
ANT TRAINING PROGRAM OF ARMY
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT.
(a) CIVILIAN ATTENDANCE.—(1) Chapter 407 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section:

“§4416. Academy of Health Sciences: admis-
sion of civilians in physici istant
training program
“(a) RECIPROCAL AGREEMENTS WitH COL-

LEGES.—The Secretary of the Army may enter

into an agreement with an accredited institution

of higher education under which students of the
institution may attend the physician assistant
training program conducted by the Army Med-
ical Department at the Academy of Health
Sciences at Fort Sam Houston, Teras, during
the didactic portion of the program. In exchange
for the admission of such students, the institu-
tion of higher education shall agree to provide
such academic services as the Secretary and the
institution consider to be appropriate to support
the physician assistant training program at the

Academy. The Secretary shall ensure that the

Army Medical Department does not incur any

additional costs as a result of the agreement

than theepartment would incur to obtain such
academic services in the absence of the agree-
ment.

“(b) SELECTION OF STUDENTS.—The attend-
ance of civilian students at the Academy pursu-
ant to an agreement under subsection (a) may
not result in a decrease in the number of mem-
bers of the armed forces enrolled in the physi-
cian assistant training program. In consultation
with the institution of higher education that is
a party to the agreement, the Secretary shall es-
tablish qualifications and methods of selection
for students to receive instruction at the Acad-
emy. The gqualifications established shall be
comparable to those generally required for ad-
mission to the physician assistant training pro-
gram at the Academy.

“(c) RULES OF ATTENDANCE.—Ercept as the
Secretary determines necessary, a civilian stu-
dent who receives instruction at the Academy
pursuant to an agreement entered into under
subsection (a) shall be subject to the same regu-
lations governing attendance, discipline, dis-
charge, and dismissal as apply to other persons
attending the Academy.

“(d) REPORT.—For each year in which an
agreement under subsection (a) is in effect, the
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report
specifying the number of civilian students who
received instruction at the Academy under the
agreement during the period covered by the re-
port and accessing the benefits to the United
States of the agreement.

“(e) ACADEMY DEFINED.—In this section, the
term ‘Academy’' means the Academy of Health
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Sciences of the Army Medical Department at

Fort Sam Houston, Texas.".

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

“'4416. Academy of Health Sciences: admission of
civilians in physician assistant
training program.’".

(b) EFFECT ON EXISTING DEMONSTRATION PRO-
GRAM.—An agreement entered into under the
demonsiration program for the admission of ci-
vilians as physician assistant students at the
Academy of Health Sciences, Fort Sam Houston,
Tezas, established pursuant to section 732 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1995 (Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 2810)
shall be treated as an agreement entered into
under seclion 4416 of title 10, United States Code
(as added by subsection (u)). The agreement
may be ertended in such manner and for such
period as the parties to the agreement consider
appropriate consistent with such section 4416.

SEC. 742. EMERGENCY HEALTH CARE IN CONNEC-
TION WITH OVERSEAS ACTIVITIES
OF ON-SITE INSPECTION AGENCY OF
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

(1) PAYMENT OF EXPENSES FOR EMERGENCY
HEALTH CARE.—Chapter 152 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 2549 the following new section:

“§2549a. Emergency health care: overseas ac-
tivities of On-Site Inspection Agency

“(a) AUTHORITY TO PAY EXPENSES—From
funds appropriated for the necessary erpenses
of the On-Site Inspection Agency of the Depart-
ment of Defense, the Secretary of Defense may
pay or reimburse an employee of the Agency, a
member of the uniformed services or a civilian
employee assigned or detailed to the Agency, or
an employee of a contractor operaling under a
contract with the Agency, for emergency health
care services obtained by the employee, member,
or contractor employee while permanently or
temporarily on duty in a state of the former So-
viet Union or the former Warsaw Pact.

“(b) INITIAL DEPOSITS.—The expenses for
emergency health care that may be paid or reim-
bursed under subsection (a) include initial de-
posits for emergency care and inpatient care.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
2549 the following new item:

“'2549a. Emergency health care: overseas activi-
ties of On-Site Inspection Agen-
(] i
SEC. 743. COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY OF
ADEQUACY AND EFFECT OF MAX-
IMUM ALLOWABLE CHARGES FOR
PHYSICIANS UNDER CHAMPUS.

{a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Comptroller Gen-
eral shall conduct a study regarding the ade-
quacy of the maximum allowable charges for
physicians established under the Civilian
Health and Medical Program of the Uniformed
Services (CHAMPUS) and the effect of such
charges on the participation of physicians in
CHAMPUS. The study shall include an evalua-
tion of the following:

(1) The methodology used by the Secretary of
Defense to establish maximwm allowable charges
for physicians under CHAMPUS, and whether
such methodology conforms to the requirements
of section 1079(h) of title 10, United States Code.

(2) The differences beltween the established
charges under CHAMPUS and reimbursement
rates for similar services under title X VIII of the
Social Security Act and other health care pro-
grams.

(3) The basis for physician complaints that
the CHAMPUS established charges are too low.

(4) The difficultly of CHAMPUS in ensuring
physician compliance with the CHAMPUS es-
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tablished charges in the absence of legal mecha-
nisms to enforce compliance, and the effect of
noncompliance on patient out-of-pocket ex-
penses.

(5) The effect of the established charges under
CHAMPUS on the participation of physicians in
CHAMPUS, and the extent and success of De-
partment of Defense efforts to increase physi-
cian participation in areas with low participa-
tion rates.

(b) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—Not later than
March 1, 1998, the Comptroller General shall
submit to Congress a report containing the re-
sults of the study reguired by subsection (a).
SEC. 744. COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY OF DE-

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE PHARMACY
PROGRAMS.

Not later than March 31, 1998, the Comptroller
General shall submit to Congress a study evalu-
ating the pharmacy programs of the Department
of Defense. The study shall include an eramina-
tion of the following:

(1) The merits and feasibility of establishing a
uniform formulary for military treatment facil-
ity pharmacies and civilian contractor phar-
macy benefit administrators.

(2) The extent of, and cost impacts from, mili-
tary treatment facility pharmacies denying cov-
ered beneficiaries under chapter 55 of title 10,
United States Code, pharmacy care access and
shifting such beneficiaries to other sources of
pharmacy care.

(3) The merits and feasibility of implementing
other pharmacy benefit management best prac-
tices at military treatment facility and civilian
contractor pharmacies.

(4) The cost impacts of TRICARE program
contractors being unable to procure pharma-
ceuticals at discounted prices pursuant to sec-
tion 8126 of title 38, United States Code, and po-
tential ways to increase the discounts available
to TRICARE program contractors, with appro-
priate controls.

SEC. 745. COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY OF
NAVY GRADUATE MEDICAL EDU-
CATION PROGRAM.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Comptroller Gen-
eral shall conduct a study to evaluate the valid-
ity of the recommendations made by the Medical
Education Policy Council of the Bureau of Med-
icine and Surgery of the Navy regarding re-
structuring the graduate medical education pro-
gram of the Department of the Navy. The study
shall specifically address the Council's rec-
ommendations relating to residency training
conducted at Naval Medical Center, Ports-
mouth, Virginia, and National Naval Medical
Center, Bethesda, Maryland.

(b) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—Not later than
March 1, 1998, the Comptroller General shall
submit to Congress and the Secretary of the
Navy a report containing the results of the
study required by subsection (a).

(c) MORATORIUM ON RESTRUCTURING.—Until
the report required by subsection (b) is sub-
mitted to Congress, the Secretary of the Navy
may not make any change in the types of resi-
dency programs conducted under the Navy
graduate medical education program or the lo-
cations at which such residency programs are
conducted or otherwise restructure the Navy
graduate medical education program.

SEC. 746. STUDY OF EXPANSION OF PHARMA-
CEUTICALS BY MAIL PROGRAM TO
INCLUDE ADDITIONAL MEDICARE-
ELIGIBLE COVERED BENEFICIARIES.

Not later than six months after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to Congress a report regarding the
feasibility and advisability of erpanding the
category of persons eligible to participate in the
demonstration project for the purchase of pre-
scription pharmaceuticals by mail, as required
by section 702(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law



June 19, 1997

102-484; 10 U.S.C. 1079 note), to include persons
referred to in section 1086(c) of title 10, United
States Code, who are covered by subsection
(d)(1) of such section and reside in the United
States outside of the catchment area of a med-
ical treatment facility of the uniformed services.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy
SEC. 801. CASE-BY-CASE WAIVERS OF DOMESTIC
SOURCE LIMITATIONS.

(@) REQUIREMENT FOR CASE-BY-CASE Walv-
ERS.—Section 2534(d) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended in the matter appearing before
paragraph (1) by striking out "waive the limita-
tion in subsection (a) with respect to the pro-
curement of an item listed in that subsection if
the Secretary determines' and inserting in lieu
thereof the following: “‘waive, on a case-by-case
basis, the limitation in subsection (a) in the case
of a specific procurement of an item listed in
that subsection if the Secretary determines, for
that specific procurement,”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to
contracts entered into afler the expiration of the
30-day period beginning on the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 802. EXPANSION OF AUTHORITY TO ENTER
INTO CONTRACTS CROSSING FISCAL
YEARS TO ALL SEVERABLE SERVICES
CONTRACTS NOT EXCEEDING A
YEAR.

(a) EXPANDED AUTHORITY.—Section 2410a of
title 10, United States Code, is amended to read
as follows:

“§2410a. Severable services contracts for peri-
ods crossing fiscal years

“(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense or
the Secretary of a military department may
enter into a contract for procurement of sever-
able services for a period that begins in one fis-
cal year and ends in the next fiscal year if
(without regard to any option to ertend the pe-
riod of the contract) the contract period does
not exceed one year. 7

“(b) OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.—Funds made
available for a fiscal year may be obligated for
the total amount of a contract entered into
under the authority of subsection (a).”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relating
to that section in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 141 of such title is amended
to read as follows:

“2410a. Severable services contracts for periods
crossing fiscal years.".
SEC. 803. CLARIFICATION OF VESTING OF TITLE
UNDER CONTRACTS.

Section 2307 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

(i) VESTING OF TITLE.—If a contract made by
the head of an agency provides for title to prop-
erty to vest in the United States, such title shall
vest in accordance with the terms of the con-
tract, regardless of any security interest in the
property asserted by the contractor.”.

SEC. 804. EXCLUSION OF DISASTER RELIEF, HU-
MANITARIAN, AND PEACEKEEPING
OPERATIONS FROM RESTRICTIONS
ON USE OF UNDEFINITIZED CON-
TRACT ACTIONS.

Section 2326 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking out paragraph (4); and

(B) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-
graph (4); and

(2) in subsection (g)(1), by adding at the end
the following new subparagraphs:

“(E) Purchases in support of contingency op-
erations.
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“(F) Purchases in support of humanitarian or
peacekeeping  operations, as defined in
2302(7)(B) of this title.

“(G) Purchases in support of emergency work
and other disaster relief operations performed
pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Re-
lief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C.
5121 et seq.)."’.

SEC. 805. LIMITATION AND REPORT ON PAYMENT
OF RESTRUCTURING COSTS UNDER
DEFENSE CONTRACTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 137 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2324 the following new section:

“$2325. Restructuring costs

(@) LIMITATION ON PAYMENT OF RESTRUC-
TURING COSTS.—(1) The Secretary of Defense
may not pay, under section 2324 of this title, a
defense contractor for restructuring costs associ-
ated with a business combination of the con-
tractor unless the Secretary determines in writ-
ing either—

“(A) that the amount of savings for the De-
partment of Defense associated with the restruc-
turing, based on audited cost data, will be at
least twice the amount of the costs allowed; or

‘“(B) that the amount of savings for the De-
partment of Defense associated with the restruc-
turing, based on audited cost data, will exceed
the amount of the costs allowed and that the
business combination will result in the preserva-
tion of a critical capability that otherwise might
be lost to the Department.

“(2) The Secretary may not delegate the au-
thority to make a determination under para-
graph (1) to an official of the Department of De-
fense below the level of an Assistant Secretary
of Defense.

“(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 1 in each
of 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, and 2002, the Secrelary
of Defense shall submit to Congress a report
containing the following:

(1) For each defense contractor to which the
Secretary has paid, under section 2324 of this
title, restructuring costs associated with a busi-
ness combination, a summary of the following:

“(A) The amount of savings for the Depart-
ment of Defense associated with such business
combination that has been realized as of the
date of the report, based on audited cost data.

“(B) An estimate, as of the date of the report,

of the amount of savings for the Department of

Defense associated with such business combina-
tion that is expected to be achieved in the fu-
ture.

“(2) An identification of any business com-
bination for which the Secretary has paid re-
structuring costs under section 2324 of this title
during the preceding calendar year and, for
each such business combination—

““(A) the supporting rationale for allowing
such costs,;

“(B) factual information associated with the
determination made under subsection (a) with
respect to such costs; and

“(C) a discussion of whether the business
combination would have proceeded without the
payment of restructuring costs by the Secretary.

“(3) An assessment of the degree of vertical
integration resulting from business combinations
of defense contractors and a discussion of the
measures taken by the Secretary of Defense to
increase the ability of the Department of De-
fense to monitor vertical integration trends and
address any resulting negative consequences.

“(¢c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘business combination’ includes a merger or ac-
quisition.”".

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of

such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 2324 the following new
item:

2325, Restructuring costs.”'.
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(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 2325 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall apply with respect to business combina-
tions that occur after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(¢) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROVISION.—Sub-
section (a) of section 818 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (10
U.S8.C. 2324 note) is repealed.

SEC. 806. AUTHORITY RELATING TO PURCHASE
OF CERTAIN VEHICLES.

Section 2253(a)(2) of title 10, United States

Code, is amended by striking out “$12,000"" and
ingerting in lieu thereof ''$30,000"".

SEC. B807. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT CON-
TRACTS.

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR AUTHORIZATION BY LAW
IN ACTS OTHER THAN APPROPRIATIONS ACTS.—
(1) Subsection (i) of section 2306b of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new paragraph:

*(3) In the case of the Department of Defense,
a multiyear contract may not be entered into for
any fiscal year under this section unless the
contract is specifically authorized by law in an
Act other than an appropriations Act.’'.

(2) Paragraph (3) of section 2306b(i) of title 10,
United States Code, as added by paragraph (1),
shall not apply with respect to a contract au-
thorized by law before the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(b) CODIFICATION OF ANNUAL RECURRING
MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT REQUIREMENTS.—(1)
Such section is further amended by adding at
the end the following netw subsection:

“(1) VARIOUS ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS
WITH RESPECT TO MULTIYEAR DEFENSE CON-
TRACTS.—(1)(A) The head of an agency may not
initiate a contract described in subparagraph
(B) unless the congressional defense committees
are notified of the proposed contract at least 30
days in advance of the award of the proposed
contract.

“(B) Subparagraph (A) applies to the fol-
lowing contracts:

“(i) A multiyear contract—

“(I) that employs ecomomic order quantity
procurement in excess of $20,000,000 in any one
year of the contract; or

“(I1) that includes an unfunded contingent li-
ability in excess of $20,000,000.

“(ii) Any contract for advance procurement
leading to a multiyear contract that employs
economic order guantity procurement in ercess
of 820,000,000 in any one year.

*(2) The head of an agency may not initiate
a multivear contract for which the economic
order guantity advance procurement is not
funded at least to the limits of the Government's
liability.

“(3) The head of an agency may not initiate
a multiyear procurement contract for any sys-
tem (or component thereof) if the value of the
multiyear contract would exrceed $500,000,000
unless authority for the contract is specifically
provided in an appropriations Act.

“(4) The head of an agency may not terminate
a multiyear procurement contract until 10 days
after the date on which notice of the proposed
termination is provided to the congressional de-
fense committees.

‘(5) The erecution of multiyear authority
shall require the use of a present value analysis
to determine lowest cost compared to an annual
procurement.

"'(6) This subsection does not apply to the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration or
to the Coast Guard.

“(7) In this subsection, the term ‘congres-
sional defense committees’ means the following:

““(A) The Committee on Armed Services of the
Senate and the Subcommittee on Defense of the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate.
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“{B) The Committee on National Security of
the House of Representatives and the Sub-
committee on National Security of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives."’,

(2) The amendment made by paragraph (1)
shall take effect on October 1, 1998.

(¢) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—Such section is further amended as fol-
lows:

(1) Subsection (a) is amended—

(A) by striking out “finds—"' in the matter
preceding paragraph (1) and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘finds each of the following:"';

(B) by capitalizing the initial letter of the first
word in each of paragraphs (1) through (6);

(C) by striking out the semicolon at the end of
paragraphs (1) through (4) and inserting in lieu
thereof a period; and

(D) by striking out
paragraph (5) and inserting in lieu thereof a pe-
riod.

(2) Subsection (d)(1) is amended by siriking
out “‘paragraph (1) and inserting in lieu there-
of “‘subsection (a)"'.

(3) Subsection (i)(1) is amended by striking
“five-year" and inserting in liew thereof “‘fu-
ture-years"'.

(4) Subsection (k) is amended by striking out
“subsection'’ and inserting in lieu thereof “‘sec-
tion"".

SEC. 808. DOMESTIC SOURCE LIMITATION
AMENDMENTS.

(@) ADDITION OF SHIPBOARD WORK STA-
TIONS.—Section 2534(a)(3)(B) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out “and’ before '‘totally’’;
and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: **, and shipboard work stations".

(b) EXTENSION OF DOMESTIC SOURCE LIMITA-
TION FOR VALVES AND MACHINE TOOLS.—Section
2534(c)(2)(C) of such title is amended by striking
out “‘October 1, 1996' and inserting in lieu
thereof “*October 1, 2001"'.

SEC. 809. REPEAL OF EXPIRATION OF DOMESTIC
SOURCE LIMITATION FOR CERTAIN
NAVAL VESSEL PROPELLERS.
Section 2534(¢) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking out paragraph (4).
Subtitle B—Other Matters
SEC. 821. REPEAL OF CERTAIN ACQUISITION RE-
QUIREMENTS AND REPORTS

(@) REPEAL OF REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR
NONMAJOR  ACQUISITION PROGRAMS.—Section
2220(b) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by striking out ‘‘and nonmajor'’.

(b) REPEAL OF ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION
REQUIREMENT FOR COMPETITION EXCEPTION FOR
INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS.—Section 2304(f) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended in para-
graph (2)(E) by striking out ‘‘procedures and
such document is approved by the competition
advocate for the procuring activity.” and insert-
ing in lieu thereof ‘‘procedures.”.

(¢) ELIMINATION OF COMPLETION STATUS RE-
QUIREMENT IN CERTAIN SELECTED ACQUISITION
REPORTS.—Section 2432(h)(2) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out subparagraph (D); and

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (E) and
(F) as subparagraphs (D) and (E), respectively.

{d) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT To0 ESTABLISH
PROCUREMENT COMPETITION GOALS.—Section
913 of the Department of Defense Authorization
Act, 1986 (Public Law 99-145; 99 Stat. 687; 10
U.S.C. 2302 note), is repealed.

(e) REPEAL OF ANNUAL REPORT BY ADVOCATES
FOR COMFETITION.—Section 20(b) of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Aet (41 U.S.C.
418(b)) is amended—

(1) by striking out “‘and’ at the end of para-
graph (3)(B);

(2) by striking out paragraph (4); and

“: and” at the end of-
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(3) by redesignating paragraphs (5), (6), and
(7) as paragraphs (4), (5), and (6), respectively.

(f) REPEAL OF REVIEW AND REPORT RELATING
TO PROCUREMENT REGULATIONS.—Section 25 of
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.8.C. 421) is amended—

(1) by striking out paragraphs (4), (5), and (6)
of subsection (¢); and

(2) by striking out subsection (g).

SEC. 822. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR USE OF
TEST AND EVALUATION INSTALLA-
TIONS BY COMMERCIAL ENTITIES.

Section 2681(g) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking out *'September 30, 1998
and inserting in liew thereof ‘'‘September 30,
2000"".

SEC. 823. REQUIREMENT TO DEVELOP AND MAIN-
TAIN LIST OF FIRMS NOT ELIGIBLE
FOR DEFENSE CONTRACTS.

(@) DEVELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF
LisT.—Section 2327 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) as
subsections (e) and (f), respectively; and

{2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(d) LIST OF FIRMS SUBJECT TO SUBSECTION
(b).—(1) The Secretary of Defense shall develop
and maintain a list of all firms and subsidiaries
of firms that have been subject to the prohibi-
tion in subsection (b) since the date occurring
five years before the date of the enactment of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1998. The Secretary shall make the list
available to the public.

*“(2) A firm or subsidiary included on the list
maintained under paragraph (1) may request
the Secretary of Defense to remove such firm or
subsidiary from the list if its foreign ownership
circumstances have significantly changed. Upon
receipt of such request, the Secretary shall de-
termine if paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection
(b) still apply to the firm or subsidiary. If the
Secretary determines such paragraphs no longer
apply, the Secretary shall remove the firm or
subsidiary from the list.

*(3) The head of an agency shall provide a
copy of the list maintained under paragraph (1)
to each firm or subsidiary of a firm that submits
a bid or proposal in response to a solicitation
issued by the Department of Defense.

“(4) The head of an agency shall prohibit
each firm or subsidiary of a firm awarded a con-
tract by the agency from using in the perform-
ance of the contract any eguipment, parts, or
services that are provided by a firm or sub-
sidiary included on the list maintained under
paragraph (1).".

(b) REMOVAL FroM List.—Section
2327(eHI)(A) of such title is amended by insert-
ing after “United States,” the following: “‘the
Secretary shall remove the firm or subsidiary
Jrom the list maintained under subsection (d)(1)
and’’.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT
SEC. 901. LIMITATION ON OPERATION AND SUP-
PORT FUNDS FOR THE OFFICE OF

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE.

(a) REDUCTION IN FUNDS.—The amount of
Junds appropriated pursuant to section 301 that
are available for operation and support activi-
ties of the Office of the Secretary of Defense
may not erceed the amount equal to 80 percent
of the amount of Junds requested for such pur-
pose in the budget submitted by the President to
Congress under section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, for fiscal year 1998.

(b) LIMITATION PENDING RECEIPT OF PRE-
VIOUSLY REQUIRED REPORTS.—Of the amount
available for fiscal year 1998 for operation and
support activities of the Office of the Secretary
of Defense (as limited pursuant to subsection
(a)), not more than 90 percent may be obligated
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until each of the following reports has been sub-
mitted to the congressional defense committees:

(1) The report required by section 901(c) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1996 (Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 401).

(2) The report required by section 904(b) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2619).
SEC. 902. COMPONENTS OF NATIONAL DEFENSE

UNIVERSITY.

fa) EMPLOYMENT AND COMPENSATION OF CI-
VILIAN FACULTY.—Section 1595(d)(2) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking out
“Institute for National Strategic Study," and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘'Institute for National
Strategic Studies, the Information Resources
Management College,”.

(b) PREPARATION OF BUDGET REQUESTS.—Sec-
tion 2162(d)(2) of such title is amended by insert-
ing after “the Armed Forces Staff College," the
following: *‘the Imstitute for National Strategic
Studies, the Information Resources Management
College,”.

SEC. 903. AUTHORIZATION FOR THE MARINE
CORPS UNIVERSITY TO EMPLOY CI-
VILIAN PROFESSORS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsections (a) and (c) of
7478 of title 10, United States Code, are amended
by striking “or at the Marine Corps Command
and Staff College’ and inserting in lieu thereof
“or at a school of the Marine Corps Univer-
sity"".
(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading
of such section is amended to read as follows:
“§7478. Naval War College and Marine Corps

University: civilian faculty members”,

(2) The item relating to such section in the
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 643
of such title is amended to read as follows:

“7478. Naval War College and Marine Corps
University: civilian faculty mem-
bers.".

SEC. 904. CENTER FOR THE STUDY OF CHINESE

MILITARY AFFAIRS.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The strategic relationship between the
United States and the People's Republic of
China will be very important for fulure peace
and security, not only in the Asia-Pacific region
but around the world.

(2) The United Stales does not view China as
an enemy, nor consider that the coming century
necessarily will see a new great power competi-
tion between the two nations.

(3) The end of the Cold War has eliminated
what had been the one fundamental common
strategic interest of the United States and
China, that of containing the Soviet Union.

(4) The rapid economic rise and stated geo-
political ambitions of China will pose challenges
that will require careful management in order o
preserve peace and protect the national security
interests of the United States.

(5) The ability of the Department of Defense,
and the United States Governmenl more gen-
erally, to develop sound security and military
strategies is hampered by a limited under-
standing of Chinese strategic goals and military
capabilities. The low priority accorded the study
of Chinese strategic and military affairs within
the Government and within the academic com-
munity has contributed to this limited under-
standing.

(6) There is a need for a United States na-
tional institute for research and assessment of
political, strategic, and military affairs in the
People's Republic of China. Such an institute
should be capable of providing analysis for the
purpose of shaping United States military strat-
egy and policy with regard to China and should
be readily accessible to senior leaders within the
Department of Defense, but should maintain
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academic and intellectual independence so that
that analysis is not first shaped by policy.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF CENTER FOR THE STUDY
OF CHINESE MILITARY AFFAIRS.—(1) Chapter 108
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:

“§2165. National Defense University: Center
for the Study of Chinese Military Affairs
‘“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—(1) The Secretary of

Defense shall establish a Center for the Study of

Chinese Military Affairs (hereinafter in this sec-

tion referred to as the ‘Center’) as part of the

National Defense University. The Center shall

be organized as an independent institute under

the University.

“(2) The Director of the Center shall be a dis-
tinguished scholar of proven academic, manage-
ment, and leadership credentials with a superior
record of achievement and publication regarding
Chinese political, strategic, and military affairs.
The Director shall be appointed by the Secretary
of Defense in consultation with the chairman
and ranking minority party member of the Com-
mittee on National Security of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the chairman and ranking mi-
nority party member of the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate.

“(b) MissioN.—The mission of the Center is to
study the national goals and strategic posture of
the People's Republic of China and the ability
of that nation to develop, field, and. deploy an
effective military instrument in support of its
national strategic objectives.

““(c) AREAS OF STUDY.—The Center shall con-
duct research relating to the People's Republic
of China as follows:

‘(1) To assess the potential of that nation to
act as a global great power, the Center shall
conduct research that considers the policies and
capabilities of that nation in a regional and
world-wide contert, including Central Asia,
Southwest Asia, Europe, and Latin America, as
well as the Asia-Pacific region.

“(2) To provide a fuller assessment of the
areas of study referred to in paragraph (1), the
Center shall conduct research on—

“‘(A) economic trends relative to strategic
goals and military capabilities;

“(B) strengths and weaknesses in the sci-
entific and technological sector; and

“(C) relevant demographic and human re-
source factors on progress in the military
sphere.

*(3) The Center shall conduct research on the
armed forces of the People's Republic of China,
taking into account the character of those
armed forces and their role in Chinese society
and economy, the degree of their technological
sophistication, and their organizational and
doctrinal concepts. That research shall include
inguiry into the following matters:

“(4) Concepts concerning national interests,
objectives, and strategic culture.

‘(B) Grand strategy, military strategy, mili-
tary operations, and tactics.

"(C) Doctrinal concepts at each of the four
levels specified in subparagraph (B).

“(D) The impact of doctrine on China's force
structure choices.

“(E) The interaction of doctrine and force
structure at each level to create an integrated
system of military capabilities through procure-
ment, officer education, training, and practice
and other similar factors.

“(d) FACULTY OF THE CENTER.—(1) The core
Jaculty of the Center should comprise mature
scholars capable of providing diverse perspec-
tives on Chinese political, strategic, and military
thought. Center scholars shall demonstrate the
Jollowing competencies and capabilities:

‘“(A) Analysis of national strategy, military
strategy, and doctrine,

“(B) Analysis of force structure and military
capabilities.
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“(C) Analysis of—

‘(i) issues relating to weapons of mass de-
struction, military intelligence, defense econom-
ics, trade, and international economics; and

“'(it) the relationship between those issues and
grand strategy, science and technology, the so-
ciology of human resources and demography,
and political science.

“(2) A substantial number of Center scholars
shall be competent in the Chinese language. The
Center shall include a core of junior scholars ca-
pable of providing linguistics and translation
support to the Center.

“(e) ACTIVITIES OF THE CENTER.—The activi-
ties of the Center shall include other elements
appropriate to its mission, including the fol-
lowing:

“(1) The Center should include an active con-
ference program with an international reach.

“(2) The Center should conduct an inter-
national competition for a Visiting Fellowship
in Chinese Military Affairs and Chinese Secu-
rity Issues. The term of the fellowship should be
for one year, renewable for a second. The visitor
should contract to produce a major publication
in the visitor's area of expertise.

“(3) The Center shall provide funds to support
at least one trip per analyst per year to China
and the region and to support visits of Chinese
military leaders to the Center.

‘'(4) The Center shall support well defined,
distinguished, signature publications.

“(5) Center scholars shall have appropriate
access to intelligence community assessments of
Chinese military affairs.

**(f) STUDIES AND REPORTS.—The Director may
contract for studies and reports from the private
sector to supplement the work of the Center.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

“2165. National Defense University: Center for
the Study of Chinese Military Af-
fairs.".

(c) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.—Not later than
January 1, 1998, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress a report stating the timetable
and organizational plan for establishing the
Center for the Study of Chinese Military Affairs
under section 2165 of title 10, United Stales
Code, as added by subsection (b).

(d) STARTUP OF CENTER.—The Secretary shall
establish the Center for the Study of Chinese
Military Affairs under section 2165 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (b),
not later than March 1, 1998, and shall appoint
the first Dirvector of the Center not later than
June 1, 1998.

(e) FIRST YEAR FUNDING.—Of the amount
available to the Secretary of Defense for fiscal
year 1998 for Defense-wide operation and main-
tenance (other than funds otherwise available
Jor the activities of the National Defense Uni-
versity), the Secretary shall make $5,000,000
available for the Center for the Study of Chinese
Military Affairs established under section 2165
of title 10, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (b).

SEC. 905. WHITE HOUSE COMMUNICATIONS AGEN.-

Cy.

Of the amount appropriated pursuant to sec-
tion 301 for operation and maintenance for fis-
cal year 1998, not more than $55,000,000 may be
made available for the White House Commu-
nications Agency.

SEC. 906. REVISION TO REQUIRED FREQUENCY
FOR PROVISION OF POLICY GUID-
ANCE FOR CONTINGENCY PLANS.

Section 113(g)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking out “‘an-
nually'; and

(2) in the second sentence, by inserting *‘be
provided every two years or more [frequently as
needed and shall' after “'Such guidance shall''.
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SEC. 907. TERMINATION OF THE DEFENSE AIR-
BORNE RECONNAISSANCE OFFICE.

(@) TERMINATION OF OFFICE—The organiza-
tion within the Department of Defense known
as the Defense Airborne Reconnaissance Office
is terminated. No funds available for the De-
partment of Defense may be used for the oper-
ation of that Office after the date specified in
subsection (d).

(b) TRANSFER OF FUNCTIONS.—(1) Subject to
paragraphs (2) and (3), the Secretary of Defense
shall transfer to the Defense Intelligence Agen-
cy the functions that were performed on the day
before the date of the enactment this Act by the
Defense Airborne Reconnaissance Office relat-
ing to its responsibilities for management over-
sight and coordination of defense airborne re-
connaissance capabilities,

(2) The Secretary shall determine which func-
tions are appropriate for transfer under para-
graph (1). In making such determination, the
Secretary shall ensure that program manage-
ment, development and acquisition, operations,
and related responsibilities for individual pro-
grams within the Defense Airborne Reconnais-
sance program remain within the military de-
pariments.

(3) Any functions transferred under this sub-
section shall be subject to the authority, direc-
tion, and control of the Secretary.

(c) REPORT.—(1) Not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the committees
named in paragraph (2) a report containing the
Secretary’s plan for terminating and transfer-
ring the functions of the Defense Airborne Re-
connaissance Office.

(2) The committees referred to in paragraph
(1) are—

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and the
Select Committee on Intelligence of the Senate;
and

(B) the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence and the Committee on National Security
of the House of Representatives.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (a) shall
take effect at the end of the 120-day period be-
ginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters
SEC. 1001. TRANSFER AUTHORITY.

(a) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER AUTHORIZA-
TIONS.—(1) Upon determination by the Secretary
of Defense that such action is necessary in the
national interest, the Secretary may transfer
amounts of authorizations made available to the
Department of Defense in this division for fiscal
year 1998 between any such authorizations for
that fiscal year (or any subdivisions thereof).
Amounts of authorizations so transferred shall
be merged with and be available for the same
purposes as the authorization to which trans-
ferred.

(2) The total amount of authorizations that
the Secretary of Defense may transfer under the
authority of this section may not exrceed
$2,000,000,000.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided by
this section to transfer authorizations—

(1) may only be used to provide authority for
items that have a higher priority than the items
from which authority is transferred; and

(2) may not be used to provide authority for
an item that has been denied authorization by
Congress.

(c) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.—A
transfer made from one account to another
under the authority of this section shall be
deemed to increase the amount authorized for
the account to which the amount is transferred
by an amount equal to the amount transferred.

(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary shall
promptly notify Congress of each transfer made
under subsection (a).
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SEC. 1002. INCORPORATION OF CLASSIFIED
ANNEX.

(@) STATUS OF CLASSIFIED ANNEX.—The Clas-
sified Annexr prepared by the Committee on Na-
tional Security of the House of Representatives
to accompany the bill H.R. 1119 of the One Hun-
dred Fifth Congress and transmitted to the
President is hereby incorporated into this Act.

(b) CONSTRUCTION WiTH OTHER PROVISIONS OF
Actr.—The amounts specified in the Classified
Anner are not in addition to amounts author-
ized to be appropriated by other provisions of
this Act.

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Funds ap-
propriated pursuant to an authorization con-
tained in this Act that are made available for a
program, project, or activity referred to in the
Classified Anner may only be erpended for such
program, project, or activity in accordance with
such terms, conditions, limitations, restrictions,
and regquirements as are set out for that pro-
gram, project, or activity in the Classified
Annex.

(d) DISTRIBUTION OF CLASSIFIED ANNEX.—The
President shall provide for appropriate distribu-
tion of the Classified Annex, or of appropriate
portions of the annex, within the exrecutive
branch of the Government.

SEC. 1003. AUTHORITY FOR OBLIGATION OF UN-
AUTHORIZED FISCAL YEAR 1997 DE-
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) AUTHORITY.—The amounts described in
subsection (b) may be obligated and erpended
for programs, projects, and activities of the De-
partment of Defense in accordance with fiscal
year 1997 defense appropriations.

(b) COVERED AMOUNTS.—The amounts re-
ferred to in subsection (a) are the amounts pro-
vided for programs, projects, and activities of
the Department of Defense in fiscal year 1997
defense appropriations that are in excess of the
amounts provided for such programs, projects,
and activities in fiscal year 1997 defense author-
izations.

(¢) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this sec-
tion:

(1) FISCAL YEAR 1997 DEFENSE APPROPRIA-
TIONS.—The term '‘fiscal year 1997 defense ap-
propriations’ means amounts appropriated or
otherwise made available to the Department of
Defense for fiscal year 1997 in the Department of
Defense Appropriations Act, 1997 (as contained
in section 101(b) of Public Law 104-208).

(2) FISCAL YEAR 1997 DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TIONS.—The term ‘‘fiscal year 1997 defense au-
thorizations” means amounts authorized to be
appropriated for the Department of Defense for
fiscal year 1997 in the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law
104-201).

SEC. 1004. AUTHORIZATION OF SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR
1997.
" Amounts authorized to be appropriated to the
Department of Defense for fiscal year 1997 in the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201) are hereby ad-
justed, with respect to any such authorized
amount, by the amount by which appropriations
pursuant to such authorization were increased
(by a supplemental appropriation) or decreased
(by a rescission), or both, in the 1997 Emergency
Supplemental Appropriations Act for Recovery
Jfrom Natural Disasters, and for Overseas Peace-
keeping Efforts, Including Those in Bosnia.
SEC. 1005. INCREASE IN FISCAL YEAR 1996 TRANS-
FER AUTHORITY.

Section 1001(a)(2) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
104-106; 100 Stat. 2630) is amended by striking
out *'$2,000,000,000"" and inserting in lieu thereof
**83,100,000,000"".

SEC. 1006. FISHER HOUSE TRUST FUNDS.

Section 2221(c) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:
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“(5) There is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for any fiscal year from a trust fund
specified in subsection (a) any amount referred
to in paragraph (1), (2), or (3) (as applicable to
that trust fund), such amount to be available
only for the purposes stated in that paragraph.
With respect to any such amount, the preceding
sentence is the specific authorization by law re-
quired by section 1321(b)(2) of title 31.".

SEC. 1007. FLEXIBILITY IN FINANCING CLOSURE
OF CERTAIN OUTSTANDING CON-
TRACTS FOR WHICH A SMALL FINAL
PAYMENT IS DUE.

(a) CLOSURE OF OUTSTANDING CONTRACTS.—
The Secretary of Defense may make the final
payment on a contract to which this section ap-
plies from the account established pursuant to
subsection (d).

(b) COVERED CONTRACTS.—This section ap-
plies to any contract of the Department of De-
fense—

(1) that was entered into before December 5,
1990; and

(2) for which an unobligated balance of an
appropriation that had been initially applied to
the contract was canceled before December 5,
1990, pursuant to section 1552 of title 31, United
States Code, as in effect before that date.

(¢) AUTHORITY LIMITED TO SMALL FINAL PAY-
MENTS.—The Secretary may use the authority
provided by this section only for a contract for
which the amount of the final payment due is
not greater than the micro-purchase threshold
(as defined in section 32 of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 428)).

(d) AcCOUNT.—The Secretary may establish
an account for the purposes of this section. The
Secretary may from time to time transfer into
the account, from funds available to the Depart-
ment of Defense for procurement or for research,
development, test, and evaluation, such
amounts as the Secretary determines to be need-
ed for the purposes of the account, ercept that
no such transfer may be made that would result
in the balance of the account exceeding
$1,000,000. Amounts in the account may be used
only for the purposes of this section.

(e) CLOSURE OF ACCOUNT.—When the Sec-
retary determines that all contracts to which
this section applies have been closed and there
is no further need for the account established
under subsection (d), the Secretary shall close
the account. Any amounts remaining in the ac-
count shall be covered into the Treasury as mis-
cellaneous receipts.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards
SEC. 1021. RELATIONSHIP OF CERTAIN LAWS TO

DISPOSAL OF VESSELS FOR EXPORT
FROM THE NAVAL VESSEL REGISTER
AND THE NATIONAL DEFENSE RE-
SERVE FLEET.

(a) NAVAL VESSEL REGISTER.—(1) Section 7305
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

*(e) RELATIONSHIP TO TOXIC SUBSTANCES
CONTROL AcT.—(1) Subject to paragraph (2), the
sale of a vessel under this section for export, or
any subsequent resale of a vessel sold under this
section for export—

“(A) is not a disposal or a distribution in com-
merce under section 6 or 12(a) of the Toric Sub-
stances Control Act (15 U.8.C. 2605 and 2611(a))
or an erport of hazardous waste under section
3017 of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C.
6938); and

““(B) is not subject to section 12(b) of the Toric
Substances Control Act (15 U.S8.C. 2611(b)).

“(2)(A) Paragraph (1) applies to a vessel being
sold for erport only if, before the sale of such
vessel, any item listed in subparagraph (B) con-
taining polychlorinated biphenyls is removed
from the vessel.

“(B) Subparagraph (A) covers any trans-
Jormer, large high or low voltage capacitor, or
hydraulic or heat transfer fluid.”.
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(2) Section 7306a of such title is amended—

(A) in the heading, by adding at the end the
following: *‘or operational training’’;

(B) in subsection (a), by inserting '‘or oper-
ational training’' after “purposes’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—The
sinking of a vessel for an experimental purpose
or for operational training pursuant to sub-
section (a) is not—

“(1) a disposal or a distribution in commerce
under section 6 or 12(a) of the Toric Substances
Control Act (15 U.S.C. 2605 and 2611(a)); or

“(2) the transport of material for the purpose
of dumping it into ocean waters, or the dumping
of material transported from a location outside
the United States, under section 101 of the Ma-
rine Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act
of 1972 (33 U.S.C. 1411).".

(b) NATIONAL DEFENSE RESERVE FLEET.—(1)
Section 510(i) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936
(46 U.S.C. App. 1160(i)) is amended—

(A) by inserting ‘(1) after “(i)"'; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(2)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B), the sale
under this subsection of a vessel from the Na-
tional Defense Reserve Fleet for export, or any
subsequent resale of a vessel sold from the Fleet
for export—

(i) is not a disposal or a distribution in com-
merce under section 6 or 12(a) of the Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act (15 U.S.C. 2605 and 2611(a))
or an erport of hazardous waste under section
3017 of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C.
6938); and

(i) is not subject to subsection (b) of section
12 of the Toric Substances Control Act (15
U.S.C. 2611).

“(B)i) Subparagraph (A) applies to a vessel
being sold for erport only if, before the sale of
such vessel, any item listed in clause (i) con-
taining polychlorinated biphenyls is removed
Srom the vessel.

“(it) Clause (i) covers any transformer, large
high or low voltage capacitor, or hydraulic or
heat transfer fluid.".

(2) Section 6 of the National Maritime Herit-
age Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-451; 108 Stat.
4776; 16 U.S.C. 5405) is amended—

(A) in subsections (a)(1) and (b)(2)—

(i) by inserting “‘or 510(i)"" after “°508'"; and

(ii) by inserting ‘‘or 1160(i)"" after ““1158"; and

(B) in subsection (c)(1)(A), by striking out
*1999" and inserting in lieu thereof *'2001"".

SEC. 1022. AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO A LONG-
TERM CHARTER FOR A VESSEL IN
SUPPORT OF THE SURVEILLANCE
TOWED-ARRAY SENSOR (SURTASS)
PROGRAM.

The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to
enter into a contract in accordance with section
2401 of title 10, United States Code, for the char-
ter, for a period through fiscal year 2003, of the
vessel RV CORY CHOUEST (United States offi-
cial number 933435) in support of the Surveil-
lance Towed-Array Sensor (SURTASS) program.
SEC. 1023. TRANSFER OF TWO SPECIFIED OBSO-

LETE TUGBOATS OF THE ARMY.

(@) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER VESSELS.—The
Secretary of the Army may transfer the two ob-
solete tugboats of the Army described in sub-
section (b) to the Brownmsville Navigation Dis-
trict, Brownsville, Teras.

(b) VESSELS COVERED.—Subsection (a) applies
to the following two decommissioned tugboats of
the Army, each of which is listed as of the date
of the enactment of this Act as being surplus to
the needs of the Army: the Normandy (LT-1971)
and the Salerno (LT-1953).

(c) TRANSFERS TO BE AT No COST TO UNITED
STATES.—A transfer authorized by this section
shall be made at no cost to the United States.
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(d) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Secretary
may require such additional terms and condi-
tions in connection with the transfers author-
ized by this section as the Secretary considers
appropriate.

SEC. 1024. NAMING OF A DDG-51 CLASS DE-
STROYER THE U.S.S. THOMAS F.
CONNOLLY.

It is the sense of Congress that the Secretary
of the Navy should name a guided missile de-
stroyer of the DDG-51 class the U.S.S. Thomas
F. Connolly, in honor of Vice Admiral Thomas
F. Connolly (1909-1996), of the State of Min-
nesota, who during an active-duty naval career
ertending from 1933 to 1971 became a leading ar-
chitect of the modern United States Navy .

SEC. 1025. CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW PERIOD
WITH RESPECT TO TRANSFER OF
THE EX-U.S.8. MIDWAY (CV-41).

In applying section 7306 of title 10, United
States Code, with respect to the transfer of the
decommissioned aircraft carrier ex-U.5.8. MID-
WAY (CV1), subsection (d)(1)(B) of that sec-
tion shall be applied by substituting ‘30 cal-
endar days" for “'60 days of continuous session
of Congress"'.

Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities

SEC. 1031. PROHIBITION ON USE OF NATIONAL
GUARD FOR CIVIL-MILITARY ACTIVI-
TIES UNDER STATE DRUG INTERDIC-
TION AND COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVI.
TIES PLAN.

Section 112 of title 32, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) as
subsections (h) and (i), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

*'(g) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN CIVIL-MILITARY
ACTIVITIES.—Funds provided under this section
may not be used to conduct activities, including
community-outreach programs, designed to re-
duce the demand for illegal drugs among per-
sons who are not members of the National
Guard or their dependents.”'.

Subtitle D—Miscellaneous Report
Requirements and Repeals
SEC. 1041. REPEAL OF MISCELLANEOUS OBSO-
LETE REPORTS REQUIRED BY PRIOR
DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACTS.

(a) REPORT ON REMOVAL OF BASIC POINT DE-
FENSE MISSILE SYSTEM FROM NAVAL AMPHIB-
ioUs VESSELS.—Section 1437 of the Department
of Defense Authorization Act, 1986 (Public Law
99-145; 99 Stat. 757), is repealed.

(b) REPORT CONCERNING THE STRETCHOUT OF
MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUISITION PROGRAMS.—Sec-
tion 117 of the National Defense Authorization
Act, Fiscal Year 1989 (Public Law 100-456; 102
Stat. 1933), is repealed.

(¢) REPORT CONCERNING THE B-2 AIRCRAFT
PROGRAM.—Section 115 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991
(Public Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1373) is repealed.
SEC. 1042. REPEAL OF ANNUAL REPORT REQUIRE-

MENT RELATING TO TRAINING OF
SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCES WITH
FRIENDLY FOREIGN FORCES.

Section 2011 of title 10, United States Code, is

amended by striking out subsection (e).

Subtitle E—Other Matters

SEC. 1051. AUTHORITY FOR SPECIAL AGENTS OF
THE DEFENSE CRIMINAL INVESTIGA-
TIVE SERVICE TO EXECUTE WAR-
RANTS AND MAKE ARRESTS.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Chapter 81 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 1585 the following new section:

“$ 1585a. Special agents of the Defense Crimi-
nal Investigative Service: authority to exe-
cute warrants and make arrests

“(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense
may authorize any DCIS special agent—
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“(1) to erecute and serve any warrant or
other process issued under the authority of the
United States; and

“(2) to make arrests without a warrant—

“(A) for any offense against the United States
committed in the presence of that agent; and

“(B) for any felony cognizable under the laws
of the United States if the agent has probable
cause to believe that the person to be arrested
has committed or is committing the felony.

“(b) ATTORNEY GENERAL GUIDELINES.—Au-
thority of a DCIS special agent under subsection
(a) may be erercised only in accordance with
guidelines approved by the Attorney General.

“(c) DCIS SPECIAL AGENT DEFINED.—In this
section, the term '‘DCIS special agent' means an
employee of the Department of Defense who is a
special agent of the Defense Criminal Investiga-
tive Service (or any successor to that service).’'.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating lo section
1585 the following new item:

“1585a. Special agents of the Defense Criminal
Investigative Service: authority to
erecute warrants and make ar-
rests."’,

SEC. 1052, STUDY OF INVESTIGATIVE PRACTICES

OF MILITARY CRIMINAL INVESTIGA-
TIVE ORGANIZATIONS RELATING TO
SEX CRIMES.

() INDEPENDENT STUDY REQUIRED.—(1) The
Secretary of Defense shall provide for an inde-
pendent study of the policies, procedures, and
practices of the military criminal investigative
organizations for the conduct of investigations
of complaints of ser crimes and other criminal
serual misconduct arising in the Armed Forces.

(2) The Secretary shall provide for the study
to be conducted by the National Academy of
Public Administration. The amount of a con-
tract for the study may not erceed $2,000,000.

(3) The Secretary shall require that all compo-
nents of the Department of Defense cooperate
Jully with the organization carrying out the
study.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED IN STUDY.—The
Secretary shall require that the organization
conducting the study under this section specifi-
cally consider each of the following matters:

(1) The need (if any) for greater organiza-
tional independence and autonomy for the mili-
tary criminal investigative organizations than
erists under current chain-of-command struc-
tures within the military departments.

(2) The authority of each of the military
criminal investigative organizations to inves-
tigate allegations of ser crimes and other crimi-
nal serual misconduct and the policies of those
organizations for carrying out such investiga-
tions.

(3) The training (including training in skills
and techniques related to the conduct of inter-
views) provided by each of those organizations
to agents or prospective agents responsible for
conducting or providing support to investiga-
tions of alleged sexr crimes and other criminal
serual misconduct, including—

(A) the extent to which that training is com-
parable to the training provided by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation and other civilian law
enforcement agencies, and

(B) the coordination of training and inves-
tigative policies related to alleged sex crimes and
other criminal serual misconduct of each of
those organizations with the Federal Bureau of
Investigation and other civilian Federal law en-
forcement agencies.

(4) The procedures and relevant professional
standards of each military criminal investigative
organization with regard to recruitment and
hiring of agents, including an evaluation of the
extent to which those procedures and standards
provide for—
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(A) sufficient screening of prospective agents
based on background investigations; and

(B) obtaining sufficient information about the
qualifications and relevant experience of pro-
spective agents.

(5) The advantages and disadvantages of es-
tablishing, within each of the military criminal
investigative organizations or within the De-
fense Criminal Investigative Service only, of a
special unit for the investigation of alleged sex
crimes and other criminal sexual misconduct.

(6) The clarity of guidance for, and consist-
ency of investigative tactics used by, each of the
military eriminal investigative organizations for
the investigation of alleged ser crimes and other
criminal serual misconduct, together with a
comparison with the guidance and tactics used
by the Federal Bureaw of Investigation and
other civilian law enforcement agencies for such
investigations.

(7) The number of allegations of agent mis-
conduct in the investigation of ser crimes and
other criminal serual misconduct for each of
those organizations, together with a comparison
with the number of such allegations concerning
agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
and other civilian law enforcement agencies for
such investigations.

(8) The procedures of each of the military
criminal investigative organizations for adminis-
trative identification (known as ‘‘titling") of
persons suspected of committing ser crimes or
other criminal serual misconduct, together with
a comparison with the comparable procedures of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation and other
civilian Federal law enforcement agencies for
such investigations.

{9) The accuracy, timeliness, and completeness
of reporting of sexr crimes and other criminal
sexual misconduct by each of the military crimi-
nal investigative organizations lo the National
Crime Information Center maintained by the
Department of Justice.

(10) Any recommendation for legislation or ad-
ministrative action to revise the organizational
or operational arrangements of the military
criminal investigative organizations or to alter
recruitment, training, or operational procedures,
as they pertain to the investigation of sex crimes
and other criminal sexual misconduct.

(c) REPORT—(1) The Secretary of Defense
shall require the organization conducting the
study under this section to submit to the Sec-
retary a report on the study not later than one
vear after the date of the enactment of this Act.
The organization shall include in the report its
findings and conclusions concerning each of the
matters specified in subsection (b).

(2) The Secretary shall submit the report
under paragraph (1), together with the Sec-
retary's comments on the report, to Congress not
later than 30 days after the date on which the
report is submitted to the Secretary under para-
graph (1).

(d) MILITARY CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE ORGA-
NIZATION DEFINED.—For the purposes of this
section, the term “military criminal investigative
organization” means any of the following:

(1) The Army Criminal Investigation Com-
mand.

{2) The Naval Criminal Investigative Service.

(3) The Air Force Office of Special Investiga-
tions.

(4) The Defense Criminal Investigative Serv-
ice.

(e) CRIMINAL SEXUAL MISCONDUCT DEFINED,—
For the purposes of this section, the term
“criminal sexrual misconduct’ means conduct by
a member of the Armed Forces involving serual
abuse, serual harassment, or other serual mis-
conduct that constitutes an offense under the
Uniform Code of Military Justice.

SEC. 1053. TECHNICAL AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS.

(a) TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE.—Title 10,

United States Code, is amended as follows:
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(1) The tables of chapters at the beginning of
subtitle A, and at the beginning of part I of sub-
title A, are each amended by striking out “471"
in the item relating to chapter 23 and inserting
in lieu thereof ''481".

(2) The tables of chapters at the beginning of
subtitle A, and at the beginning of part IV of
subtitle A, are each amended by striking out
“2540"" in the item relating to chapter 152 and
inserting in lieu thereof "'2541"'.

(3) Section 116(b)(2) is amended by striking
out ‘‘such subsection' and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘‘subsection (a)"'.

(4) Section 129c(e) is amended by striking out
“section 115a(g)(2)"" and inserting in lieu there-
of “‘section 115a(e)(2)".

(5) Section 382(g) is amended by striking out
“the date of the enactment of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997"
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘September 23,

1996°".

(6) The table of sections at the beginning of
subchapter I of chapter 21 is amended by strik-
ing out the items relating to sections 424 and 425
and inserting in lieu thereof the following:

““424. Disclosure of organizational and per-
sonnel information: exemption for
Defense Intelligence Agency, Na-
tional Reconnaissance Office, and
National Imagery and Mapping
Agency."

(7) Section 445 is amemied—

(A) by striking out ‘(1) before
with'';

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (4), (B),
and (C) as paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), respec-

“Ercept

tively;

(C) by striking out ‘*(2)" before “Whenever it
appears” and inserting in leu thereof *‘(b) IN-
JUNCTIVE RELIEF.—""; and

(D) by striking out “‘paragraph (1)" and in-
serting in lieu thereof “subsection (a)’'.

(8) Section 858b is amended in the first sen-
tence by striking out “forfeiture” and all that
follows through ‘‘due that member' and insert-
ing in lieu thereof *'forfeiture of pay, or of pay
and allowances, due that member™'.

(9) Section 943(c) is amended—

(A) in the third senlence, by striking out
“such positions” and inserting in lieu thereof
“posmans referred to in the preceding sen-
tences'’; and

(B) by capitalizing the initial letter of the
third word of the subsection heading.

(10) Section 954 is amended by striking out
“this'" and inserting in lieu thereof “his”.

(11) Section 972(b) is amended by striking out
“the date of the enactment of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996" in
the matter preceding paragraph (1) and insert-
ing in lieu thereof '‘February 10, 1996,

(12) Section 976(f) is amended by striking out
“shall,” and all that follows and inserting in
lieu thereof “'shall be fined under title 18 or im-
prisoned not more than 5 years, or both, ercept
that, in the case of an organization (as defined
in section 18 of such title), the fine shall not be
less than $25,000.".

(13) Section 977 is amended—

(A) in subsection (c), by striking out "'Begin-
ning on October 1, 1996, not more than' and in-
serting in lieu thereof ""Not more than''; and

(B) in subsection (d)(2), by striking out “‘be-
Jore October 1, 1996, and all that follows
through ''so assigned' the second place il ap-
pears.

(14) Section 1129(c) is amended—

(A4) by striking out “‘the date of the enactment
af this section,’ r.md inserﬁng in liew thereof

“November 30, 1993,

(B) by striking out "before the date of the en-
actment of this section or'" and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘before such date or''.

(15) Section 1151(b) is amended by striking out
“WiITH'' in the subsection heading and inserting
in lieu thereof “WiTH"'".
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(I6) Section 1152(g) is amended by inserting
“(1)" before ““The Secretary may’’.

(17) Section 1408(d) is amended—

(A) by striking out “T0" in the subsection
heading and inserting in lieu thereof “'10’"; and

(B) by redesignating the second paragraph (6)
as paragraph (7).

(18) Section 1599c(c)(1)(F) is amended by strik-
ing out “‘Sections 106(f)'" and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘‘Sections 106(e)"".

(19) Section 1763 is amended—

(A) by striking out “On and after October 1,
1993, the Secretary of Defense’ and inserting in
lieu thereof *The Secretary of Defense'’’; and

(B) by striking out "secretaries’ and inserting
in lieu thereof "Secretaries’'.

(20) Section 2010(e) is repealed.

(21) Section 2208(k) is repealed.

(22)(A) Section 2306(h) is amended by insert-
ing ‘for the purchase of property" uafter
“Multiyear contracting authority'".

(B)(i) The heading of section 2306b is amended
to read as follows:

“§$2306b. Multivear coniracts: acquisition of
property”.

(ii) The item relating to such section in the
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 137
of such title is amended to read as follows:
$2306b. Multiyear contracts: acquisition of prop-

erty.".

(23) Section 2306b(k) is amended by striking
out “this subsection' in the first sentence and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘this section’.

(24) Section 2315(a) is amended by striking out
“the Information Technology Management Re-
form Act of 1996'" and inserting in lieu thereof
“division E of the Clinger-Cohen Act of 1996 (40
U.S.C. 1401 et seq.)"".

(25) Section 237la is amended by inserting
“Defense" before ' Advanced Research Projects
Agency

(26) Seotion 240ta(a) is amended by striking
out “‘leasing of such vehicles" and inserting in
lieu thereof “‘such leasing".

(27) Section 2466(e) is repealed.

(28) Section 2684(b) is amended by striking out
', United States Code,"'.

(29) Section 2885 is amended by striking out
“five years after the date of the enactment of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1996"" and inserting in lieu thereof “‘on
February 10, 2001".

(30) Section 12733(3) is amended—

(A) by inserting a comma after “(B)"; and

(B) by striking out “the date of the enactment
of the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1997 and inserting in lieu thereof
“‘September 23, 1996,".

(b) TiTLE 37, UNITED STATES CODE.—Section
205(d) of title 37, United States Code, is amended
by striking out the period after "' August 1, 1979"
and inserting in liew thereof a comma.

(¢) PUBLIC LAw 104-201.—Effective as of Sep-
tember 23, 1996, and as if included therein as en-
acted, the National Defense Authorization Act
Jor Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201) is
amended as follows:

(1) Section 367 (110 Stat. 2496) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking out *‘Sub-
chapter Il of chapter” and inserting in lieu
thereof ““Chapter'’; and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking out “‘sub-
chapter” and inserting in lieu thereof 'chap-
ter’'.

(2) Section 614(b)(2)(B) (110 Stat. 2544) is
amended by striking out “‘the period’ and in-
serting in lieu thereof “'the semicolon’'.

(3) Section 802(1) (110 Stat. 2604) is amended
by striking out ‘1995 in the first quoted matter
therein and inserting in liew thereof *'1996"",

(4) Section 829(c) (110 Stat. 2612) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking out *'Section
2502(b)"" and inserting in lieu thereof “‘Section
2502(e)”’; and
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(B) by redesignating paragraph (3) as sub-
paragraph (C) of paragraph (2).

(d) OTHER ANNUAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION
ACTS. —

(1) of The National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law 104-106) is
amended as follows:

(A) Section 533(b) (110 Stat. 315) is amended
by inserting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: “‘and the amendments made by sub-
section (b), effective as of October 5, 1994"".

(B) Section 1501(d)(1) (110 Stat. 500) is amend-
ed by striking out "337(b)"" and 2717 and in-
serting in liew thereof ““377(b)’" and ‘‘2737", re-
spectively.

(2) Section 845 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law
103-160; 10 U.S.C. 2371 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by inserting *‘Defense’’
before ““Advanced'’; and

(B) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘de-
fense'" after the third word.

(3} The National Defense Authorization Act
Jor Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484) is
amended as follows:

(A) Section 812(c) (10 U.S.C. 1723 note) is
amended by inserting “and Technology' after
“for Acquisition’'.

(B) Subsection (e) of section 4471 (10 U.S.C.
2501 note) is amended—

(i) by realigning that subsection so as to be
Jlush to the margin, and

(ii) by capitalizing the initial letter of the
third word of the subsection heading.

(4) Section 807(b)(2)(A) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992
and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 10 U.5.C. 2320
note) is amended by inserting before the period
the following: “‘and Technology''.

(5) The National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510) is
amended as follows:

(A) Section 1205 (10 U.S.C. 1746 note) is
amended by striking out “Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition' each place it appears
and inserting in lieu thereof “Under Secretary
of Defense for Acquisition and Technology''.

(B) Section 2921 (10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is
amended—

(i) in subsection (e)(3(B), by striking out
““Subcommittees’' and inserting in liew thereof
“Subcommittee'’; and

(ii) in subsection (f)(2), by striking out “the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
House of Represeniatives’™ and inserting in liew
thereof *‘the Committee on Armed Services of the
Senate and the Committee on National Security
of the House of Representatives''.

(6) Section 1121(c) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1988 and 1989
(Public Law 100-180; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) is
amended by striking out “under this section—""
and all that follow through “‘fiscal year 1990
and inserting in lieu thereof “‘under this section
may not exceed 5,000 during any fiscal year'.

(d) TiTLE 5, UNITED STATES CobDE—Title 5,
United States Code, is amended as follows:

(1) Section 3329(b) is amended by striking out
“‘a position described in subsection (c)’ the sec-
ond place it appears.

(2) Section 5315 is amended—

(A) in the item relating to the Chief Informa-
tion Officer of the Department of the Interior,
by inserting “"the'’ before *'Interior'’; and

(B) in the item relating to the Chief Informa-
tion Officer of the Department of the Treasury,
by inserting “‘the’" before ‘Treasury"'.

(3) Section 5316 is amended by striking out
“Atomic Emergy'’ after ‘‘Assistant to the Sec-
retary of Defense for" and inserting in lieu
thereof “'Nuclear and Chemical and Biological
Defense Programs'',

(e) ACQUISITION POLICY STATUTES.—

(1) Section 309 of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
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259) is amended by striking out

end of subsection (b)(2).

(2) The Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act is amended as follows:

(A) The item relating to section 27 in the table
of contents in section 1 is amended to read as
follows:

““Sec. 27. Restrictions on disclosing and obtain-
ing contractor bid or proposal in-
formation or source selection in-
Sormation.”.

(B) Section 6(d) (41 U.S.C. 405(d)) is amend-
ed—

(i) by striking out the period at the end of
paragraph (5)(J) and inserting in lieu thereof a
semicolon,;

(ii) by moving paragraph (6) two ems to the
left; and

(iii) in paragraph (12), by striking out “‘small
business’' and inserting in lieu thereof “‘small
businesses’'.

(C) Section 35(b)2) (41 U.5.C. 431(b)2)) is
amended by striking out “‘commercial’” and in-
serting in lieu thereof “‘commercially available’’.

(3) Section 6 of the Contract Disputes Act of
1978 (41 U.S.C. 605) is amended in subsections
(d) and (e) by striking out “‘(as in effect on Sep-
tember 30, 1995)" each place it appears.

(4) Subsections (d)(1) and (e) of section 16 of
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 645) are each
amended by striking out “‘concerns’' and insert-
ing in liew thereaf ‘‘concern’'.

(f) COORDINATION WITH OTHER AMEND-
MENTS.—For purposes of applying amendments
made by provisions of this Act other than provi-
sions of this section, this section shall be treated
as having been enacted immediately before the
other provisions of this Act.

SEC. 1054. DISPLAY OF POWIMIA FLAG.

(a) REQUIRED DISPLAY.—The POW/MIA flag
shall be displayed at the locations specified in
subsection (c) each year on POW/MIA flag dis-
play days. Such display shall serve (1) as the
symbol of the Nation’s concern and commitment
to achieving the fullest possible accounting of
Americans who, having been prisoners of war or
missing in action, still remain unaccounted for,
and (2) as the symbol of the Nation's commit-
ment to achieving the fullest possible accounting
for Americans who in the future may become
prisoners of war, missing in action, or otherwise
unaccounted for as a result of hostile action.

(b) DAYS FOR FLAG DispLAY.—(1) For pur-
poses of this section, POW/MIA flag display
days are the following:

(A) Armed Forces Day, the third Saturday in
May.

(B) Memorial Day, the last Monday in May.

(C) Flag Day, June 14.

(D) Independence Day, July 4.

(E) National POW/MIA Recognition Day.

(F) Veterans Day, November 11.

(2) In the case of display at United States
Postal Service post offices (required by sub-
section (c)(8)), POW/MIA flag display days in
any year include, in addition to the days speci-
fied in paragraph (1), the last business day be-
gzre each such day that itself is not a business

Y.

(c) LOCATIONS FOR FLAG DispLAY.—The loca-
tions for the display of the POW/MIA flag under
this section are the following:

(1) The Capitol.

(2) The White House.

(3) The Korean War Veterans Memorial and
the Vietnam Veterans Memorial.

(4) Each national cemetery.

(5) The buildings containing the primary of-
fices of—

(A) the Secretary of State;

(B) the Secretary of Defense;

(C) the Secretary of Velerans Affairs; and

(D) the Director of the Selective Service Sys-
tem.

“and'' at the
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(6) Each major military installation, as des-
ignated by the Secretary of Defense.

(7) Each Department of Veterans Affairs med-
ical cen

(8) Each United States Postal Service post of-

(d.l COORDINATION WITH OTHER DISPLAY RE-
QUIREMENT.—Display of the POW/MIA flag at
the Capitol pursuant to parvagraph (1) of sub-
section (c) is in addition to the display of that
flag in the Rotunda of the Capitol required by
Senate Concurrent Resolution 5 of the 101st
Congress, agreed to on February 22, 1989 (103
Stat. 2533).

(e) REQUIREMENTS CONCERNING DISPLAY AT
SPECIFIED LOCATIONS.—(1) Display of the POW/
MIA flag at the buildings specified in para-
graphs (1), (2), (5), and (7) of subsection (c)
shall be on, or on the grounds of, each such
building.

(2) Display of that flag pursuant to paragraph
(5) of subsection (c) at the buildings containing
the primary offices of the officials specified in
that paragraph shall be in an area visible to the
public.

(3) Display of that flag at United States Post-
al Service post offices pursuant to paragraph (8)
of subsection (c) shall be on the grounds or in
the public lobby of each such post office.

(f) POW/MIA FLAG DEFINED.—As used in this
section, the term “POW/MIA flag" means the
National League of Families POW/MIA flag rec-
ognized officially and designated by section 2 of
Public Law 101-355 (36 U.S.C. 189).

(g) REGULATIONS FOR IMPLEMENTATION.—
Within 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the head of each department, agen-
cy, or other establishment responsible for a loca-
tion specified in subsection (c) (other than the
Capitol) shall prescribe such regulations as nec-
essary to carry out this section.

(h) PROCUREMENT AND DISTRIBUTION OF
FLAGS.—Within 30 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Administrator of Gen-
eral Services shall procure POW/MIA flags and
distribute them as necessary to carry out this
section.

(i) REPEAL OF PRIOR LAw.—Section 1084 of
Public Law 102-190 (36 U.S.C. 189 note) is re-
pealed.

SEC. 1055. CERTIFICATION REQUIRED BEFORE
OBSERVANCE OF MORATORIUM ON
USE BY ARMED FORCES OF ANTI-
PERSONNEL LANDMINES.

Any moratorium imposed by law (whether en-
acted before, on, or after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act) on the use of antipersonnel
landmines by the Armed Forces may be imple-
mented only if (and after) the Secretary of De-
fense, after consultation with the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, certifies to Congress
that—

(1) the moratorium will not adversely affect
the ability of Uniled States forces to defend
against attack on land by hostile forces; and

(2) the Armed Forces have systems that are ef-
fective substitutes for antipersonnel landmines.
SEC. 1056. PROTECTION OF SAFETY-RELATED IN-

FORMATION VOLUNTARILY PRO-
VIDED BY AIR CARRIERS.

(@) AUTHORITY TO PROTECT INFORMATION.—
Section 2640 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (h) and (i) as
subsections (i) and (j), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“‘(h) AUTHORITY TO PROTECT SAFETY-RELATED
INFORMATION VOLUNTARILY PROVIDED BRY AN
AIR CARRIER.—(1) In any case in which an air
carrier voluntarily provides safety-related infor-
mation to the Secretary for purposes of this sec-
tion, the Secretary may (notwithstanding any
other provision of law) withhold the information
from public disclosure if the Secretary deter-
mines that—
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“(A) disclosure of the information would in-
hibit the air carrier from voluntarily providing
safety-related information to the Secretary; and

“(B) the information would aid—

‘(i) the Secretary in carrying out his respon-
sibilities under this section; or

“(ii) the head of another agency in carrying
out the safety responsibilities of the agency.

‘“(2) If the Secretary provides to the head of
another agency safety-related information de-
scribed in paragraph (1) with respect to which
the Secretary has made a determination de-
scribed in that paragraph, the head of that
agency shall (notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law) withhold the information from pub-
lic disclosure."'.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (h) of section
2640 of title 10, United States Code, as added by
subsection (a), shall apply with respect to re-
quests for information made on or after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 1057. NATIONAL GUARD CHALLENGE PRO-
GRAM TO CREATE OPPORTUNITIES
FOR CIVILIAN YOUTH.

(@) PROGRAM AUTHORITY.—Chapter 5 of title
32, United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

“§$509. National Guard Challenge Program of
opportunities for civilian youth

“fa) PROGRAM AUTHORITY AND PURPOSE.—
The Secretary of Defense, acting through the
Chief of the National Guard Bureau, may con-
duct a National Guard civilian youth opportu-
nities program (to be known as the ‘National
Guard Challenge Program’) to use the National
Guard to provide military-based training, in-
cluding supervised work erperience in commu-
nity service and conservation projects, to civil-
ian youth who cease to attend secondary school
before graduating so as to improve the life skills
and employment potential of such youth.

“(b) CoNDUCT OF THE PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall provide for the conduct
of the National Guard Challenge Program in
such States as the Secretary considers to be ap-
propriate, ercept that Federal expenditures
under the program may not erceed $50,000,000
for any fiscal year.

“'{c) PROGRAM AGREEMENTS.—(1) To carry out
the National Guard Challenge Program in a
State, the Secretary of Defense shall enter into
an agreement with the Governor of the State or,
in the case of the District of Columbia, with the
commanding general of the District of Columbia
National Guard, under which the Governor or
the commanding general will establish, orga-
nize, and administer the National Guard Chal-
lenge Program in the State.

“(2) The agreement may provide for the Sec-
retary to provide funds to the State for civilian
personnel costs attributable to the use of civilian
employees of the National Guard in the conduct
of the National Guard Challenge Program.

“fd) MATCHING FUNDS REQUIRED.—The
amount of assistance provided under this sec-
tion to a State program of the National Guard
Challenge Program may not erceed—

“(1) for fiscal year 1998, 75 percent of the costs
of operating the State program during that year;

““(2) for fiscal year 1999, 70 percent of the costs
of operating the State program during that year;

“(3) for fiscal year 2000, 65 percent of the costs
of operating the State program during that year;
and

“'(4) for fiscal year 2001 and each subsequent
fiscal year, 60 percent of the costs of operating
the State program during that year.

‘'(e) PERSONS ELIGIBLE TO PARTICIPATE IN
PROGRAM.—A school dropout from secondary
school shall be eligible to participate in the Na-
tional Guard Challenge Program. The Secretary
of Defense shall prescribe the standards and
procedures for selecting participants from
among school dropouts.
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“(f) AUTHORIZED BENEFITS FOR PARTICI-
PANTS.—(1) To the extent provided in an agree-
ment entered into in accordance with subsection
(c) and subject to the approval of the Secretary
of Defense, a person selected for training in the
National Guard Challenge Program may receive
the following benefits in connection with that
training:

“(A) Allowances for travel exrpenses, personal
erpenses, and other erpenses.

“(B) Quarters.

“(C) Subsistence.

‘(D) Transportation.

“(E) Equipment.

“(F) Clothing.

“(G) Recreational services and supplies.

“(H) Other services.

(1) Subject to paragraph (2), a temporary sti-
pend upon the successful completion of the
training, as characterized in accordance with
procedures provided in the agreement.

“(2) In the case of a person selected for train-
ing in the National Guard Challenge Program
who afterwards becomes a member of the Civil-
ian Community Corps under subtitle E of title |
of the National and Community Service Act of
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12611 et seq.), the person may not
receive a temporary stipend under paragraph
(INI) while the person is a member of that
Corps. The person may receive the temporary
stipend after completing service in the Corps un-
less the person elects to receive benefils provided
under subsection (f) or (g) of section 158 of such
Act (42 U.S.C. 12618).

“(g) PROGRAM PERSONNEL.—(1) Personnel of
the National Guard of a State in which the Na-
tional Guard Challenge Program is conducted
may serve on full-time National Guard duty for
the purpose of providing command, administra-
tive, training, or supporting services for the pro-
gram. For the performance of those services, any
such personnel may be ordered to duty under
section 502(f) of this title for not longer than the
period of the program.

*“(2) A Governor participating in the National
Guard Challenge Program and the commanding
general of the District of Columbia National
Guard (if the District of Columbia National
Guard is participating in the program) may pro-
cure by contract the temporary full time services
of such civilian personnel as may be necessary
to augment National Guard personnel in car-
rying out the National Guard Challenge Pro-
gram in that State.

*(3) Civilian employees of the National Guard
performing services for the National Guard
Challenge Program and contractor personnel
performing such services may be required, when
appropriate to achieve the purposes of the pro-
gram, to be members of the National Guard and
to wear the military uniform.

“(h) EQUIPMENT AND FACILITIES.—(1) Eguip-
ment and facilities of the National Guard, in-
cluding military property of the United States
issued to the National Guard, may be used in
carrying out the National Guard Challenge Pro-

ram.

“(2) Activities under the National Guard
Challenge Program shall be considered noncom-
bat activities of the National Guard [or purposes
of section 710 of this title.

“(i) STATUS OF PARTICIPANTS.—(1) A person
receiving training under the National Guard
Challenge Program shall be considered an em-
ployee of the United States for the purposes of
the following provisions of law:

“(A) Subchapter I of chapter 81 of title 5 (re-
lating to compensation of Federal employees for
work injuries).

“(B) Section 1346(b) and chapter 171 of title 28
and any other provision of law relating to the
Hability of the United States for tortious con-
duct of employees of the United States.

*“(2) In the application of the provisions of
law referred to in paragraph (1)(A) to a person
referred to in paragraph (1)—
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"(A) the person shall not be considered to be
in the performance of duty while the person is
not at the assigned location of training or other
activity or duty authorized in accordance with
a program agreement referred to in subsection
(c), ercept when the person is traveling lto or
Sfrom that location or is on pass from that train-
ing or other activity or duty;

‘“(B) the person’'s monthly rate of pay shall be
deemed to be the minimum rate of pay provided
for grade GS-2 of the General Schedule under
section 5332 of title 5; and

‘“(C) the entitlement of a person to receive
compensation for a disability shall begin on the
day following the date on which the person's
participation in the National Guard Challenge
Program is terminated.

*(3) A person referred to in paragraph (1) may
not be considered an employee of the United
States for any purpose other than a purpose set
Jorth in that paragraph.

*(j) SUPPLEMENTAL RESOURCES.—(1) To carry
out the National Guard Challenge Program in a
State, the Governor of the State or, in the case
of the District of Columbia, the commanding
general of the District of Columbia National
Guard may supplement funds made available
under the program out of other resources (in-
cluding gifts) available to the Governor or the
commanding general. The Governor or the com-
manding general may accept, use, and dispose
of gifts or donations of money, other property,
or services for the National Guard Challenge
Program.

(k) REPORT.—Within 90 days after the end of
each fiscal year, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress a report on the design, con-
duct, and effectiveness of the National Guard
Challenge Program during the preceding fiscal
year. In preparing the report, the Secretary
shall coordinate with the Governor of each State
in which the National Guard Challenge Pro-
gram is carried out and, if the program is car-
ried out in the District of Columbia, with the
commanding general of the District of Columbia
National Guard.

‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) The term 'State’ includes the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, the territories, and the
District of Columbia.

*“(2) The term ‘school dropout’ means an indi-
vidual who is no longer attending any school
and who has not received a secondary school di-
ploma or a certificate from a program of eguiva-
lency for such a diploma."".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT,—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

“509. National Guard Challenge Program of op-
portunities for civilian youth.".
SEC. 1058. LEASE OF NON-EXCESS PERSONAL
PROPERTY OF THE MILITARY DE-
PARTMENTS.

(a) RECEIPT OF FAIR MARKET VALUE—Sub-
section (b)(4) of section 2667 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking out *', in the
case of the lease of real property,’'.

(b) COMPETITIVE SELECTION.—Such section is
Jurther amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“fa)1) If a proposed lease under subsection
(@) involves only personal property, the lease
term erceeds one year, and the fair market value
of the lease interest erceeds $100,000, as deter-
mined by the Secretary concerned, the Secretary
shall use competitive procedures to select the
lessee,

“(2) Not later than 45 days before entering
into a lease referred to in paragraph (1), the
Secretary concerned shall submit to Congress
written notice describing the terms of the pro-
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posed lease and the competitive procedures used

to select the lessee.'".

SEC. 1059. COMMENDATION OF MEMBERS OF THE

ARMED FORCES AND GOVERNMENT
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL WHO SERVED
DURING THE COLD WAR.

(@) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) During the period of the Cold War, from
the end of World War II until the collapse of the
Soviet Union in 1991, the United States and the
Soviet Union engaged in a global military ri-
valry.

(2) This rivalry, potentially the most dan-
gerous military confrontation in the history of
mankind, has come to a close without a direct
superpower military conflict.

(3) Military and civilian personnel of the De-
partment of Defense, personnel in the intel-
ligence community, members of the foreign serv-
ice, and other officers and employees of the
United States faithfully performed their duties
during the Cold War.

(4) Many such personnel performed their du-
ties while isolated from family and friends and
served overseas under frequently arduous condi-
tions in order to protect the United States and
achieve a lasting peace.

(5) The discipline and dedication of those per-
sonnel were fundamental to the prevention of a
superpower military conflict.

(b) CONGRESSIONAL COMMENDATION.—The
Congress hereby commends, and erpresses its
gratitude and appreciation for, the service and
sacrifices of the members of the Armed Forces
and civilian personnel of the Government who
contributed to the historic victory in the Cold
War.

TITLE XI—COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUC-
TION WITH STATES OF FORMER SOVIET
UNION

SEC. 1101. SPECIFICATION OF COOPERATIVE

THREAT REDUCTION PROGRAMS.

() IN GENERAL—For purposes of section 301
and other provisions of this Act, Cooperative
Threat Reduction programs are the programs
specified in subsection (b) of section 406 of title
10, United States Code, as added by section 1110.

(b} FISCAL YEAR 1998 COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION FUNDS DEFINED.—As used in this
title, the term ‘‘fiscal year 1998 Cooperative
Threat Reduction funds'’ means the funds ap-
propriated pursuant to the authorization of ap-
propriations in section 301 for Cooperative
Threat Reduction programs.

SEC. 1102. FISCAL YEAR 1998 FUNDING ALLOCA-

TIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Of the fiscal year 1998 Coop-
erative Threat Reduction funds, not more than
the following amounts may be obligated for the
purposes specified:

(1) For strategic offensive arms elimination in
Russia, $77,900,000.

(2) For strategic nuclear arms elimination in
Ukraine, $76,700,000.

(3) For fissile material containers in Russia,
87,000,000,

(4) For planning and design of a chemical
weapons  destruction  facility in  Russia,
$14,400,000.

(5) For planning, design, and construction of
a storage facility for Russian fissile material,
$57,700,000.

(6) For weapons storage security in Russia,
$23,500,000.

(7) For activities designated as Defense and
Military-to-Military  Contacts in  Russia,
Ukraine, and Kazakhstan, $7,000,000.

(8) For military-to-military programs of the
United States that focus on countering the
threat of proliferation of weapons of mass de-
struction and that include the security forces of
the independent states of the former Soviet
Union other than Russia, Ukraine, Belarus, and
Kazakstan, $2,000,000.
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(9) For activities designated as Other Assess-
ments/Administrative Support $18,500,000.

(b) LIMITED AUTHORITY TO VARY INDIVIDUAL
AMOUNTS.—(1) If the Secretary of Defense deter-
mines that it is necessary to do so in the na-
tional interest, the Secretary may, subject to
paragraph (2), obligate amounts for the pur-
poses stated in any of the paragraphs of sub-
section (a) in excess of the amount specified for
those purposes in that paragraph, but not in ex-
cess of 115 percent of that amount, However, the
total amount obligated for the purposes stated
in the paragraphs in subsection (a) may not by
reason of the use of the authority provided in
the preceding sentence erceed the sum of the
amounts specified in those paragraphs.

(2) An obligation for the purposes stated in
any of the paragraphs in subsection (a) in er-
cess of the amount specified in that paragraph
may be made using the authority provided in
paragraph (1) only after—

(A) the Secretary submits to Congress notifica-
tion of the intent to do so together with a com-
plete discussion of the justification for doing so;
and

(B) 15 days have elapsed following the date of
the notification.

SEC. 1103. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR
SPECIFIED P

(a) IN GENERAL.—No fiscal year 1998 Coopera-
tive Threat Reduction funds, and no funds ap-
propriated for Cooperative Threat Reduction
programs for any prior fiscal year and remain-
ing available for obligation, may be obligated or
exrpended for any of the following purposes:

(1) Conducting with Russia any peacekeeping
erercise or other peacekeeping-related activity.

(2) Provision of housing.

(3) Provision of assistance to promote environ-
mental restoration.

(4) Provision of assistance to promote job re-
training.

(b) LiMiTATION WITH RESPECT TO DEFENSE
CONVERSION ASSISTANCE.—None of the funds
appropriated pursuant to this Act or any other
Act may be obligated or expended for the provi-
sion of assistance to Russia or any other state of
the former Soviet Union to promote defense con-
version.

SEC. 1104. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS
UNTIL SPECIFIED REPORTS ARE
SUBMITTED.

No fiscal year 1998 Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion funds may be obligated or expended until 15
days after the date that is the latest of the fol-
lowing:

(1) The date on which the President submits
to Congress the determinations required under
subsection (c) of section 211 of Public Law 102-
228 (22 U.S.C. 2551 note) with respect to any cer-
tification transmitted to Congress under sub-
section (b) of that section during the period be-
ginning on September 23, 1996, and ending on
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(2) The date on which the Secretary of De-
fense submits to Congress the annual report re-
quired to be submitted not later than January
31, 1998, under section 1206(a) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996
(Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 471; 22 U.S.C.
5955 note).

(3) The date on which the Secretary of De-
fense submits to Congress the report for fiscal
year 1997 required under section 1205(c) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1995 (Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 2883; 22
U.S.C. 5952 note).

SEC. 1105. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS UNTIL
SUBMISSION OF CERTIFICATION.

(@) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS UNTIL SUB-
MISSION OF CERTIFICATION.—No fiscal year 1998
Cooperative Threat Reduction funds may be ob-
ligated or expended for strategic offensive arms
elimination projects in Russia related to the
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START II Treaty (as defined in section 1302(d)
of the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat.
2701)) until 30 days after the date on which the
President submits to Congress a certification in
writing that—

(1) implementation of the projects would ben-
efit the national security interest of the United
States; and

(2) Russia has agreed to share the cost for the
projects.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 15 days after the
date that the President submits to Congress the
certification under subsection (a), the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report describing the ar-
rangement between the United States and Rus-
sia with respect to the sharing of costs for stra-
tegic offensive arms elimination projects in Rus-
sia related to the START II Treaty.

SEC. 1106. USE OF FUNDS FOR CHEMICAL WEAP-
ONS DESTRUCTION FACILITY.

(@) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS UNTIL SUB-
MISSION OF NOTIFICATIONS TO CONGRESS.—No
fiscal year 1998 Cooperative Threat Reduction
funds may be obligated or erpended for plan-
ning and design of a chemical weapons destruc-
tion facility until 15 days after the date that is
the later of the following:

(1) The date on which the Secretary of De-
fense submits to Congress notification of an
agreement between the United States and Rus-
sia with respect to such chemical weapons de-
struction facility that includes—

(A) an agreement providing for a limitation on
the financial contribution by the United States
Jor the facility,

(B) an agreement that the United States will
not pay the costs for infrastructure determined
by Russia to be necessary to support the facility;
and

(C) an agreement on the site of the facility.

(2) The date on which the Secretary of De-
fense submits to Congress notification that the
Government of Russia has formally approved a
plan—

(4) that allows for the destruction of chemical
weapons in Russia; and

(B) that commits Russia to pay a portion of
the cost for the facilily.

(b) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR FACIL-
1TY CONSTRUCTION.—No fiscal year 1998 Cooper-
ative Threat Reduction funds authorized to be
obligated in section 1102(a)(4) for planning and
design of a chemical weapons destruction facil-
ity in Russia may be used for construction of
such facility.

SEC. 1107. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR
STORAGE FACILITY FOR RUSSIAN
FISSILE MATERIAL.

(a) LIMITATION ON USE OF FISCAL YEAR 1998
Funps.—No fiscal year 1998 Cooperative Threat
Reduction funds may be obligated or erpended
for planning, design, or construction of a stor-
age facility for Russian fissile material until 15
days after the date that is the later of the fol-
lowing:

(1) The date on which the Secretary of De-
Jense submits to Congress notification of an
agreement between the United States and Rus-
sia that the total share of the cost to the United
States for such facility will not exceed
$275,000,000.

{2) The date on which the Secretary submits
to Congress notification of an agreement be-
tween the United States and Russia incor-
porating the principle of transparency with re-
spect to the use of the facility.

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR FISCAL
YEARS BEFORE FISCAL YEAR 1998.—None of the
funds appropriated for Cooperative Threat He-
duction programs for a fiscal year before [fiscal
year 1998 and remaining available for obligation
on the date of the enactment of this Act may be

11535

obligated or expended for planning, design, or
construction of a storage facility for Russian
fissile material until—

(1) the Secretary of Defense submits to the
congressional defense committees a report on the
costs and schedule for the planning, design, and
construction of the facility and transparency
issues relating to the facility; and

(2) 15 days have elapsed following the date of
the notification.

SEC. 1108, LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR
WEAPONS STORAGE SECURITY.

No fiscal year 1998 Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion funds may be obligated or erpended for
weapons storage security in Russia until—

(1) the Secretary of Defense submits to the
congressional defense committees notification of
an agreement between the United States and
Russia on audits and eraminations with respect
to weapons storage security; and

(2) 15 days have elapsed following the date of
the notification.

SEC. 1109. REPORT TO CONGRESS ON ISSUES RE-
GARDING PAYMENT OF TAXES OR
DUTIES ON ASSISTANCE PROVIDED
TO RUSSIA UNDER COOPERATIVE
THREAT REDUCTION PROGRAMS.

Not later than September 30, 1997, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a re-
port on—

(1) any disputes between the United States
and Russia with respect to payment by the
United States of tares or duties on assistance
provided to Russia under a Cooperative Threat
Reduction program, including a description of
the nature of each dispute, the amount of pay-
ment disputed, whether the dispute was re-
solved, and if the dispute was resolved, the
means by which the dispute was resolved,;

(2) the actions taken by the Secretary to pre-
vent disputes between the United States and
Russia with respect to payment by the United
States of tares or duties on assistance provided
to Russia under a Cooperative Threat Reduction
program,

(3) any agreements between the United States
and Russia with respect to payment by the
United States of tazes or duties on assistance
provided to Russia under a Cooperative Threat
Reduction program; and

(4) any proposals of the Secretary on actions
that should be taken to prevent disputes be-
tween the United States and Russia with respect
to payment by the United States of tares or du-
ties on assistance provided to Russia under a
Cooperative Threat Reduction program.

SEC. 1110. LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION
FUNDS FOR A SPECIFIED PERIOD.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 20 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“$406. Use of Cooperative Threat Reduction
program funds: limitation

“fa) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out Coopera-
tive Threat Reduction programs during any fis-
cal year, the Secretary of Defense may use
funds appropriated for those programs only to
the exrtent that those funds were appropriated
for that fiscal year or for either of the two pre-
ceding fiscal years.

‘'(b) DEFINITION OF COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-
DUCTION PROGRAMS.—In this section, the term
‘Cooperative Threat Reduction programs’ means
the following programs with respect to states of
the former Soviet Union;

‘(1) Programs to facilitate the elimination,
and the safe and secure transportation and stor-
age, of nuclear, chemical, and other weapons
and their delivery vehicles.

“(2) Programs to facilitate the safe and secure
storage of fissile materials derived from the
elimination of nuclear weapons,

“(3) Programs to prevent the proliferation of
weapons, components, and pons-related
technology and exrpertise.
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‘“(4) Programs to erpand military-to-military
and defense contacts.”'.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

““406. Use of Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
gram funds: limitation.”",

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 406 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall apply with respect to fiscal years begin-
ning with fiscal year 1998,

SEC. 1111. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.

Funds appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 301 for Co-
operative Threat Reduction programs shall be
available for obligation for three fiscal years.
TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO OTHER

NATIONS
SEC. 1201. REPORTS TO CONGRESS RELATING TO
UNITED STATES FORCES IN BOSNIA.

(a) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE REPORTS ON NON-
MILITARY TASKS CARRIED OUT BY UNITED
STATES FORCES.—(1) The Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees two reports identifying each activity
being carried out, as of the date of the report,
by covered United States forces in Bosnia that is
an activity that (as determined by the Sec-
retary) is erpected to be performed by an inter-
national or local civilian organization once the
multinational peacekeeping mission in Bosnia is
concluded.

(2) For purposes of this paragraph, covered
United States forces in Bosnia are United States
ground forces in the Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina that are assigned to the multi-
national peacekeeping force known as the Sta-
bilization Force (SFOR) or to any other multi-
national peacekeeping force that is a successor
to the Stabilization Force.

(3) The Secretary shall include in each report
under paragraph (1), for each activity identified
in that paragraph, the following:

(A) The number of United States military per-
sonnel involved.

(B) Whether forces assigned to the SFOR (or
successor mullinational force) from other na-
tions also participated in that activity.

(C) The justification for using military forces
rather than civilian organizations to perform
that activity.

(4) The first report under paragraph (1) shall
be submitted not later than December 1, 1997.
The second such report shall be submitted not
later than March 31, 1994.

(b) PRESIDENTIAL REPORT ON POLITICAL AND
MILITARY CONDITIONS IN BOSNIA.—(1) Not later
than December 15, 1997, the President shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the political and
military conditions in the Republic of Bosnia
and Herzegovina (hereafter in this section re-
ferred to as Bosnia-Herzegovina). Of the funds
available to the Secretary of Defense for fiscal
year 1998 for the operation of United States
ground forces in Bosnia-Herzegovina during
that fiscal year, no more than 60 percent may be
expended before the report is submitted.

(2) The report under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude a discussion of the following:

(A) The date on which the transition from the
multinational force known as the Stabilization
Force to the planned multinational successor
Jorce to be known as the Deterrence Force will
oceur and how the decision as to that date will
impact the estimates of costs associated with the
operation of United States ground forces in Bos-
nia-Herzegovina during fiscal year 1998 as con-
tained in the President’s budget for fiscal year
1998.

(B) The military and political considerations
that will affect the decision to carry out such a
transition.

(C) The incremental, per-month cost increases
the Department of Defense resulting from a de-
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cision to delay the transition from the Stabiliza-
tion Force to the Deterrence Force.

(D) The unresolved political, economic, and
military issues within Bosnia-Herzegovina that
may affect the estimate of the Secretary of the
costs of complete withdrawal of United States
forces from Bosnia-Herzegovina, the timeframe
for force reductions for such withdrawal, and
the timing of complete withdrawal of United
States forces from Bosnia-Herzegovina.

(E) A detailed erplanation and timetable for
carrying out the President's commitment to
withdraw all United States ground forces from
Bosnia-Herzegovina by the end of June 1998, in-
cluding the planned date of commencement and
completion of the withdrawal.

(F) Any plan to maintain or erpand other
Bosnia-related operations (such as the operation
designated as Operation Deliberate Guard) if
tensions in Bosnia-Herzegovina remain suffi-
cient to delay the transition from the Stabiliza-
tion Force to the Deterrence Force and the esti-
mated cost associated with each such operation.

(G) Whether allied nations participating in
the Bosnia mission have similar plans to in-
crease and maintain troop strength or maintain
ground forces in Bosnia-Herzegovina and, if so,
the identity of each such country and a descrip-
tion of that country's plans.

(3) As used in this subsection, the term ‘‘Sta-
bilization Force™ (referred to as “SFOR”)
means the follow-on force to the Implementation
Force (known as “IFOR") in the Republic of
Bosnia and Herzegovina and other countries in
the region, authorized under United Nations Se-
curity Council Resolution 1008 (December 12,
1996).
SEC. 1202, ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF

COUNTERPROLIFERATION AUTHORI-
TIES.

Section 1505 of the Weapons of Mass Destruc-
tion Control Act of 1992 (title XV of Public Law
102-484; 22 U.S.C. 5859a) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d)3), by striking out “‘or"
after “fiscal year 1996, and by inserting *‘, or
815,000,000 for fiscal year 1998 before the period
at the end; and

(2) in subsection (f), by striking out “1997"
and inserting in lieu thereof *'1998".

SEC. 1203. REPORT ON FUTURE MILITARY CAPA-
BILITIES AND STRATEGY OF THE
PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA.

(a) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense shall
prepare a report, in both classified and unclassi-
fied form, on the future pattern of military mod-
ernization of the People’s Republic of China.
The report shall address the probable course of
military-technological development in the Peo-
ple's Liberation Army and the development of
Chinese grand strategy, security strategy, and
military strategy, and of military organizations
and operational concepts, through 2015.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report
shall include analyses and forecasts of the fol-
lowing:

(1) The goals of Chinese grand strategy, secu-
rity strategy, and military strategy.

(2) Trends in Chinese political grand strategy
meant to establish the People's Republic of
China as the leading political power in the Asia-
Pacific region and as a political and military
presence in other regions of the world, including
Central Asia, Southwest Asia, Europe, and
Latin America.

(3) Developments in Chinese military doctrine,
Jocusing on (but not limited to) efforts to exploit
the emerging Revolution in Military Affairs or
to conduct preemptive strikes.

(4) Efforts by the People's Republic of China
to develop long-range air-to-air or air defense
missiles designed to target special support air-
craft such as Airborne Warning and Control
System (AWACS) aircraft, Joint Surveillance
and Target Attack Radar System (JSTARS) air-
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craft, or other command and control, intel-
ligence, airborne early warning, or electronic
warfare aircrafl.

(5) Efforts by the People's Republic of China
to develop a capability to conduct ‘‘information
warfare" at the strategic, operational, and tac-
tical levels of war.

(6) Efforts by the People's Republic of China
to develop a capability to establish control of
space or to deny access and use of military and
commercial space systems in times of crisis or
war, including programs to place weapons in
space or to develop earth-based weapons capa-
ble of attacking space-based systems.

(7) Trends that would lead the People's Re-
public of China toward the development of ad-
vanced intelligence, surveillance, and reconnais-
sance capabilities, including gaining access to
commercial or third-party systems with military
significance.

(8) Efforts by the People's Republic of China
to develop highly accurate and stealthy ballistic
and cruise missiles, including sea-launched
cruise missiles, particularly in numbers suffi-
cient to conduct attacks capable of over-
whelming projected defense capabilities in the
Asia-Pacific region.

(9) Development by the People's Republic of
China of command and control networks, par-
ticularly those capable of battle management of
long-range precision strikes.

(10) Programs of the People's Republic of
China involving unmanned aerial vehicles, par-
ticularly those with extended ranges or loitering
times or potential strike capabilities.

(11) Ezxploitation by the People’s Republic of
China for military purposes of the Global Posi-
tioning System or other similar systems (includ-
ing commercial land surveillance satellites),
with such analysis and forecasts focusing par-
ticularly on those signs indicative of an attempt
to increase accuracy of weapons or situational
awareness of operating forces.

(12) Development by the People's Republic of
China of capabilities for denial of sea control,
including such systems as advanced sea mines,
improved submarine capabilities, or land-based
sea-denial systems.

(13) Continued development by the People’s
Republic of China of follow-on forces, particu-
larly forces capable of rapid air or amphibious
assault.

(c) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—The report shall
be submitted to Congress not later than March
15, 1998.

SEC. 1204. TEMPORARY USE OF GENERAL PUR-
POSE VEHICLES AND NONLETHAL
MILITARY EQUIPMENT UNDER AC-
QUISITION AND CROSS SERVICING
AGREEMENTS.

Section 2350(1) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking out ‘‘other items' in the
second sentence and all that follows through
“United States Munitions List'' and inserting in
lieu thereof ‘‘other nonlethal items of military
equipment which are not designated as signifi-
cant military equipment on the United States
Munitions List promulgated’'.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

AUTHORIZATIONS
SEC. 2001. SHORT TITLE.

This division may be cited as the *““Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1998,

TITLE XXI—ARMY
SEC. 2101. AUTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(1),
the Secretary of the Army may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set
forth in the following table:
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Army: Inside the United States
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State

Installation or Location

Amount

ATTION ol oS R s e
GETOFIAL o o\ 3y wssmsainsFonsesans rens sunspssnsmanassseass

BORITROD —ousivos insssaivsmmnseiinsmsanis s assssssvsissrenss
U 1 0 2y N e P e e PP PR P e

Hawaii
0 T T ) R A A g e PR P A AR e s g,
FEORNBAR. cvovencivvisrsvsinen suva v s i i nanasi susvanabsass

.....................................................

WERTRORY Y i s it i e s aisi 1o

i LB 1 e S e AR T e S SR B oo
NELNECY SEU v iinrsmenavonvei s S as v s e e eae s
PVt o Zer RS el T IR AT SIS N ) L
NOTE YR i i sins el eaea s divasshiasesapinenie
NOTER Caroling . G o veasinvens
(05T A S T e e e SR e Y T
SOUHCRTOUNO. 2o iiviievivnnsiriiisivivsss saiasdrety

425 R e L e e e

MARGINIE o oovivviiivivmvniniimsnidisaviiviniinss te v

Washington ........
CONUS Classmed

Fort Huachuca .

Fort Irwin .

Naval Weapons Statton Concord

Fort Carson .
Fort Gordon ...........

Hunter Army Air Ftefd Fort Stewart

Schofield Barracks .........
Crane Army Ammunition Actmty .............................
Fort Leavenworth .
I g A 2T L Sae e AT R A SR . - Rl B Rl i
FOYLICOMDDLIL i viaioiis coesanasrissspasisossissisnunssarsitasvnpshss
Fort Knox ...

Fort Leonard Wood

Fort Monmouth .
White Sands Mzssz!e Range
Fort Drum .
Fort Bragg
Fort Sill .

Fort J'ackson
Naval Weapons Statwn Charleston
Fort Bliss .
TOPEHOOA, oioiosisvivinvesinnicasotinsiivatanivs b et sk 5o na b s esis
Fort Sam Houston
FOrE AP HI vicivancvivinvinsiiinmaissssiiisivahivsissisae
07 el T e 8 NPT TSV I IS SR L e 1L T
Fort Story .

Fort Lewzs
Classified Lacatton

----------------------------------------------------

43717 T DO SR LR N e s AL B

820,000,000
$11,150,000
823,000,000
347,300,000
322,000,000
854,000,000
344,000,000
$7,700,000
363,000,000
$25,800,000
$43,700,000
$7,200,000
$3,200,000
$2,050,000
$6,900,000
824,400,000
861,900,000
$25,000,000
$5,400,000
$7,700,000
$7,700,000
$27,200,000
$16,000,000
$5,400,000
$8,200,000
$2,050,000
$33,000,000
36,500,000

3614,900,000

ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(2),
the Secretary of the Army may acquire real
property and carry out military construction

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

projects for the locations

Iowing table:

Army: Outside the United States

outside the United
States, and in the amounts, set forth in the fol-

Country

Installation or Location

Amount

GETIRANT. v e i s s ians

T o, o M e iin s na T s T

...................................

Overseas Classified

Heidelberg ..

Mannheim .. .
Military Su'pport Group, Kmserslautem
Camp Casey
CamDCASHE ivinimsisiiivananse i s s s e T i sersiess
COMD HUMDRYOUS. iiiviveisisonvenin svssvinssssmuasiveive snisssasss
T o e e e e e )
ey s R o e o AP
Overseas Classified

) e T I B U e DR S

$22,000,000
38,800,000
86,200,000
$6,000,000
$5,100,000
$8,400,000
$32,000,000
$23,600,000
$7,000,000
$37,000,000

$156,100,000

SEC. 2102. FAMILY HOUSING.
(@) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to authoriza-

tion of appropriations in section 2104(a)(5HA),
the Secretary of the Army may construct or ac-
quire family housing units (including land ac-

table:

Army: Family Housing

quisition) at the installations, for the purposes,
and in the amounts set forth in the following

State

Installation or Location Purpose

Amount

O b Fley (R s 14T A SR S S
HOWAM v s i
Maryind ... ooiivinviaiiininniainnasine
NEUTETECY '+ isvinsvavainvasevinnsiservsiminvssnsinss

FOrl HUBRGIROH . cotler i ivctoncssmmsuysmummssnress
Schofield Barracks .......viseseessavesnsssszonns
Forl Georfie Megae «....owivissinswamvaig
Pleatinny ATSenal ....icsoiisssivisisesainns

55 Units .......
132 Units s
56 Units .......
35 Units .coivns

$8,000,000
$26,600,000
87,900,000
87,300,000
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State Installation or Location Purpose Amount
North Carolina FOFL Bragn - o bt s S e st iadsssannisinvis | L ETRALS e $20,150,000
AT AT R NEER STV RO AR | O LS Fort Bliss ... OT Kek e AT 12 o M 312,900,000
FOTE OO . it nisiiienisaavvasessncn |10 URES $18,800,000
Total ........ | $103,950,000

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of
appropriations in section 2104{a)(5)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Army may carry out architectural
and engineering services and construction de-
sign activities with respect to the construction
or improvement of family housing units in an
amount not to exceed $9,550,000.

SEC. 2103. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING UNITS.

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United
States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations
in sections 2104{a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the
Army may improve eristing military family
housing units in an amount not to exrceed
$89,200,000.

SEC. 2104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
ARMY.

(a) IN GENERAL—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 1997, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing Junctions of the Department of the
Army in the total amount of $2,055364,000 as
follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2101(a),
$425,850,000.

(2) For the military construction projects out-
side the United States authorized by section
2101(b), $162,600,000.

(3) For unspecified minor military construc-
tion projects authorized by section 2805 of tille
10, United States Code, 86,000,000,

(4) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $71,577,000.

(5) For military family housing functions:

(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-
ning and design and improvement of military
family housing and facilities, $200,400,000.

(B) For support of military family housing
(including the functions described in section
2833 of title 10, United States Code),
$1,148,937,000.

(6) For the construction of the National Range
Control Center, White Sands Missile Range,
New Merxico, authorized by section 2101(a) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1997 (division B of Public Law 104-
201; 110 Stat. 2763), $18,000,000.

(7) For the construction of the whole barracks
compler renewal, Fort Knox, Kentucky, author-
ized by section 2101(a) of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (di-
vision B of Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2763),
$22,000,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2101 of this
Act may not erceed—

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a);

(2) 814,400,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for the construc-
tion of the Force XXI Soldier Development
School at Fort Hood, Texas);

(3) $24,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for rail yard ex-
pansion at Fort Carson, Colorado),

(4) $43,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for the construc-
tion of a disciplinary barracks at Fort Leaven-
worth, Kansas);

Navy: Inside the United States

(5) 836,500,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for the construc-
tion of a barracks at Hunter Army Airfield, Fort
Stewart, Georgia);

(6) 844,200,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for the construc-
tion of a barracks at Fort Bragg, North Caro-
lina); and

(7) 817,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for the construc-
tion of a barracks at Fort Sill, Oklahoma).

SEC. 2105. CORRECTION IN AUTHORIZED USES OF
FUNDS, FORT IRWIN, CALIFORNIA.

In the case of amounts appropriated pursuant
to the authorization of appropriations in section
2104(a)(1) of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (division B of
Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 3029) and section
2104(a)(1) of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (division B of
Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 524) for a military
construction project for Fort Irwin, California,
involving the construction of an air field for the
National Training Center at Barstow-Daggett,
California, the Secretary of the Army may use
such amounts for the construction of a heliport
at the same location.

TITLE XXII—NAVY

SEC. 2201. AUTHORIZED NAVY CONSTRUCTION
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(1),
the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real
property and carry out mililary construction
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set
Jorth in the following table:

State Installation or Location Amount
HTIZONG - v i i vy i v e v st [ VLG O ARy AR O S NN o h v i $12,250,000
Navy Detachment, Camp Navajo ........ $11,426,000
OCABIOININ i s s | 2aTITIC; Corps Ay Station, Camp Pendleton 324,150,000
Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar ........... 38,700,000
Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, Twentymne
Palms .. $3,810,000
Marine Corps Base Camp Pendleton 360,069,000
Naval Air Facility, El Centro .......ccccccooeevieiviinieiinrenens 311,000,000
Naval Air Station, North Island . 319,600,000
Naval Amphibious Base, Comnado 3 310,100,000
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme $3,200,000
CORNECEIOUE -oeronirsernrensnprnnssssasmansessinatenssens |LNGUOALSUDIMOTINEG ' BOSE INEW -LONAON, ..vivreersrsssnssvavivsas 318,300,000
TLOVIAB o sl aitvsduasin snvoncsnsvdsne R saseeg Naval Air Station, Jacksonville ......... 33,480,000
Naval Air Station, Whiting Field ....... 31,300,000
Naval Station, Mayport . : $17,940,000
HOTREY ;. ioiicicnisrinnarerain s owns i evibtssssaussund | EIVIUE DT ER AT R ALY Statwn Kaneohe Bay Rt L T 319,000,000
Naval Communications and Telecommunications Area
Master Station Eastern Pacific, Honolulu ............... $3,900,000
Naval Station, Pearl Harbor .. 325,000,000
TIROIS ivviviiimmvionnnsisimsisivissanssssvarssass | Nadal Zraining Center; Greal Lakes 341,220,000
TR < oicoiuvivnaserersissa Naval Surface Warfare CONLET, CIONEB civisnivsisnsrrinsvrives $4,120,000
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Navy: Inside the United States—Continued
State Installation or Location Amount

Maryland .........ccccoeeevviiniinssennsinnnnnnesanss | Naval Electronics System Command, St. Ingaes 32,610,000
MiSSISSIPDE cvvvierneeerreieriersnrisssannennaae. | Naval Air Station, Meridian . . $7,050,000
North Caroling .....c.cccccvvevvvevrieinicianennennnenn. | Marine Corps Air Statwn Cherry Pomt 38,800,000
Marine Corps Air Station, New River . v $19,900,000

Rhode ISIand ........c..coevvvivnvvnsevnsaenennnneennsn. | Naval Undersea Warfare Center Dzmswn Newport 38,900,000
South Caroling .......cococeviviveviiniisrarnnnnne.... | Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort .. Sids i $17,730,000
Marine Corps Reserve Detachment Parﬂs Island $3,200,000

TOXAE ..iviisiissisinasiansinisinsnisisivsnnis s | NAVGL - Alr.Station, Corpus Christi.. $800,000
L st A A N SR o o S AEGIS Training Center, Dahtgren ; 36,600,000
Fleet Combat Training Center, Dam Nec}c 37,000,000

Naval Air Station, Norfolk . o P $18,240,000

Naval Air Station, Oceana ....... $34,000,000

Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek 38,685,000

Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Portsmouth $29,410,000

Naval Station, Norfolk .. $18,850,000

Naval Surface Warfare Ceﬂter Dahlgren $13,880,000

Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown .........ccoeeveeeivvennnans $14,547,000

WASRINGLON ..cvvnieiriiiieeiniiiniiariinnesennnnnnass | Naval Air Station, Whidbey AT s s e s e 31,100,000
Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton .......cococeevuen. 34,400,000

OO o v cnnssovinisn masbivnis daabsnninsapsnssasswsvenaestissnsstines | SOLE20E. 000

ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)2),
the Secretary of the Navy may acguire real
property and carry out military construction forth in the following table:

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

Navy: Outside the United States

projects for the installations and locations out-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set

Country Installation or Location Amount

BARTAIN oeneviviiieriieniererinersaensssnsnenennnennas | Administrative Support Unit, Bahrain . 330,100,000
GUAM covririeeerisienieararniensasnesnsseseneeannnnneesns | NQVal Communications and Telecommumcanons Area

Master Station Western Pacific, Guam . $4,050,000

Y e S R S T R R R s A Naval Air Station, Sigonell@ .............cccicvienieiiieavssasass $21,440,000

Naval Support Activity, Naples ........cccovvveeinerininnnnnnn $8,200,000

PUETLO RICO ...covevveeeeeierererenceniencennnnnnnnnnesnss | Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads ........... . 3500,000

United Kingdom .....ccccccocvevvevereanssnsnnnnnnnnnn. | JoOint Maritime Communications Center, St Mawgan $2,330,000

T L e L L e 366,620,000

SEC. 2202. FAMILY HOUSING. ization of  appropriations  in section cluding land acquisition) at the installations,

(1) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using 2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Navy may for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

construct or acquire family housing units (in-

in the following table:

Navy: Family Housing
State Installation or Location Purpose Amount
CAlIfOTNIG vovvvvviiriiirreiriniiinenssseenernnennenss | Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar ....... | 166 Units ..... $28,881,000
Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Cen-
ter, Twentynine Palms ....... cosnn || T2 TTNE8 wnnse $23,891,000
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton vivesl | 121 URILS vs $22,518,000
Naval Air Station, Lemoore sisenieaseinns | To0TNHE iua 323,226,000
Naval Complex, San Diego ..................... | 94 Units ....... $13,500,000
HOWOH coiniimiiimammmimmisism Naval Complex, Pearl Harbor ................ | 84 Units ....... $17,900,000
TOMABIANE -.onnvinisiimsaiicspsivissemanit s Naval Complex, New Orleans . 100 Units ..... $11,930,000
o A Naval Complex, ngsmlle and Corpus
Christi . e s | OLaLTTIIEE weess $22,250,000
Washington ...ooveeeeeeieieiiiiiiesrinsnensnsnrnes Naval Compler Ba‘ngor 118 Units ..... 315,700,000
Total ........ | $179,796,000

appropriation in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Sec- and engineering services and construction de-

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of

retary of the Navy may carry out architectural

sign activities with respect to the construction
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or improvement of military family housing units

in an amount not to exceed $15,100,000.

SEC. 2203. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING UNITS.

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United
States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations
in section 2204(a)(3)(A). the Secretary of the
Navy may improve eristing military family
housing units in an amount nol to erceed
$214,282,000.

SEC. 2204. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
NAVY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 1997, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing functions of the Department of the
Navy in the total amount of $2,053,025,000 as
follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2201(a),
$524,267,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2201(b),
866,120,000,

(3) For wunspecified minor construction
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10,
United States Code, $9,960,000.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

(4) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $46,659,000.

(5) For military family housing functions:

(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-
ning and design and improvement of military
Sfamily housing and facilities, $409,178,000.

(B) For support of military housing (including
functions described in section 2833 of title 10,
United States Code), $976,504,000.

(6) For comstruction of bachelor enlisted quar-
ters at Naval Hospital, Great Lakes, [llinois, au-
thorized by section 2201(a) of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997
(division B of Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat.
2766), $5,200,000.

(7) For construction of bachelor enlisted quar-
ters at Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerlo
Rico, authorized by section 2201(a) of the Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1997 (division B of Public Law 104-201; 110
Stat. 2767), $14,600,000.

(8) For construction of a large anecohic cham-
ber facility at Paturent River Naval Air Warfare
Center, Maryland, authorized by section 2201(a)
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law
102—484; 106 Stat. 2590), $9,000,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
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United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2201 of this
Act may not erceed the total amount authorized
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2)
of subsection (a).

(c) ADJUSTMENT.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs
(1) through (8) of subsection (a) is the sum of
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in
such paragraphs, reduced by $8,463,000, which
represents the combination of project savings re-
sulting from favorable bids, reduced overhead
costs, and cancellations due to force structure
changes.
SEC. 2205. AUTHORIZATION OF MILITARY CON-
STRUCTION PROJECT AT NAVAL AIR
STATION, PASCAGOULA, MIS-
SISSIPPI, FOR WHICH FUNDS HAVE
BEEN APPROPRIATED.

(@) AUTHORIZATION.—The table in section
2201(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2766) is amended—

(1) by striking out the amount identified as
the total and inserting in lieu thereof
*'8594,982,000"; and

(2) by inserting after the item relating to Sten-
nis Space Center, Mississippi, the following new
item:

Naval Air Station, Pascagoula

$4,990,000

(b)  CONFORMING  AMENDMENTS.—Section
2204(a) of such Act (110 Stat. 2769) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding the paragraphs, by
striking out ''$2,213,731,000'" and inserting in
lieu thereof *'$2,218,721,000""; and

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking out
“8579,312,000"" and inserting in liew thereof
“3584,302,000"",

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE

SEC. 2301. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUC-
TION AND LAND ACQUISITION
PROJECTS.

(@) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(1),
the Secretary of the Air Force may acguire real

Air Force: Inside the United States

property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set
forth in the following table:

State Installation or Location Amount
AVEDRIE. . o cvvs il M N A L e L | S e T A OY CETBASE voaseriumprerhiavmssnasassunnsssiesssbaphesd $14,874,000
7 3 T o e e e LN Ao Sl Wy G219, S ) oy 2 1 e e $67,069,000
PREISOTL: AT POTBEBUSE «.iivvissorinivsviomsnisssssassnsnasvssinssse 37,764,000
FEaE e T (TS 7 LT S i RN O ) Lo S SRS, (e e 31,991,000
ABIBON siiisqiinsicivasns i inaramsoisssiseiysl | dEKE BT POTCCBRSE i iididtitiiisisinvinavisicavessssvvaiaavaing $10,000,000
ATRANBAS o v ivsucsssavomnsaivinibonisavasnnsonvausabussont | LA EINOCI AT FOTCE BHSE. iiiiciunvuvsinasmsinshisssins dasubsin $3,400,000
(900875 Ve 73 SOOI Lo S0 WAL || L o g L |0 M T S S D b bl o) | Bt Lo o g 32,887,000
Yandenberts Air-BOTCe I BaSE ot sasis vt sadhasiai 326,876,000
COLOTAED. <osriieviversscmisissrnbssnomnaersen | SR AN T ONOL CO LA RERE « v vorsirssrsmnsssrrranseds 36,718,000
Falcon Air Force Station $10,551,000
Peterson Air Force Base . : 54,081,000
United States Air Force Academy $15,229,000
FUOYIAQ oiivinioniviisoinninsssnsnissssivivssssisnneva| WBolin Auziliary, Field 9 - 36,470,000
MacDill Air Force Base 81,543,000
GEOYIUL %ivs e ivossnsssupamsnssannrsmeasressnssssabinninssros | DOGY AT EoTCR \BOSE $9,100,000
Robins Air Force Base ....... : 327,763,000
TAORO s v v vadeisosvosinidsiisasnpisisassssmsanisesnmnnnassear [UMOUNIGIN Hoine Aty Fpice Base . 317,719,000
U0 7711 2 A S McConnell Air Force Base ..........ccc.e....... 311,669,000
Louisiana ........ Barksdale Air Force Base ..... $19,410,000
Mississippi ....... Keesler Air Force Base ......... $30,855,000
Missouri ............. Whiteman Air Force Base .... $40,419,000
Nevada ..civerivisis Nellis Air Force Baseé ...........ccc.u.... 31,950,000
New Jersey ......... McGuire Air Force Base ................ $18,754,000
North Carolina ........... Pope Air Force Base .............ooivenis $20,656,000
North Dakota ......... Grand Forks Air Force Base .......... $8,560,000
Minot Air Force Base $5,200,000
TR0 o sl e s e |G- B dtierson Al Foyce Base . 319,350,000
CHELATVOMIL -+ covivisvuvmsnsssansivwhaircsanesseninasvnenssanil DETUCET ALY BONCE BUSE isiviisnisessissivisivar snaswsibissnvesnsasods $9,655,000
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Air Force: Inside the United States—Continued

State

Installation or Location

Amount

Virginia ........

BOUL CaToltng. ..o 0l ssashssonmsmensenymmyssnaynsss
WAREIEEMIROTE s mes i iivas s s
TFETERPHBER. ..} o uvinsnvwisnssnionsnssssseisiimissivisure ¥ aass
14T o T ) G e Sy e T R
U o s e S R e e e TN
WAERINGEOR, -...oneoneeivesssssorneansassensenseaseanmonns
CONUS Classifield cisviesasesisnmsinpannssisnnvss

Vance Air Force Base
Shaw Air Force Base
Ellsworth Air Force Base
Arnold Air Force Base

...............................................

................................................
........

..................................

..............................................

DYeRS AT FOTCE, BB .ennherinsreerrmnsransnsssssennassanssasrsnsnes
LOAGRIR A FOTEE BABR o ivasatsviiinas tiss craagssiitins
RONAOIOR A O CO BIASE oo vreserinsossamssssassnsoninssnsnsinss
L AN -FOoree BABE. iviviiviiinavviiivivsvivimismmiciviisviins
LONHICY AN POTOR BIISE v uiisxinssoisvsssvisvrsnsnsvisvsos vanasinbs
Farre Rl AT T Ce BEC b s sons fensbrsninnstnsnngineisnanio
MeChord -Air FOTee Base ..ci.cumsiaaniviiiniaviveisiiss
ClARSINED LOCAIIOT o savossinsasvinns vossasasassans sasssssunss it

1 T o A P

$6,700,000
$6,072,000
$6,600,000
$20,650,000
$10,000,000
4,800,000
$2,488,000
86,470,000
34,031,000
87,366,000
39,655,000
36,175,000

3511,520,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(2),
the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real
property and carry out military construction

projects for the installations and locations out-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set
forth in the following table:

Air Force: Ouiside the United States

Country

Installation or Location

Amount

Portugal

Overseas Clasmﬂed

il ngd(m;'

Osan Air Base .

Royal Air Force, Lakenheath

Spangdalilem AIr BaBe .. i vviiiiieiiamssivevinsvsssies
gt T L 2 A o e EIOPe I S e
£ VB e e R e Sl R AT N S S . S0
Lajes Field, Azores <Tovesin oS amm Ay ney
Classified Loeatlon oy I RS I s I ST e S e

BOLOL o cicaivinvsivinivanisimsinmmisn SR sa TR s T

$18,500,000
$15,220,000
$10,325,000
$11,100,000

$4,6800,000
$11,400,000
$31,100,000

$102,445,000

SEC. 2302. FAMILY HOUSING.
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of  appropriations in section
2304(a)(5M(A), the Secretary of the Air Force may
construct or acquire family housing units (in-

Air Force: Family Housing

cluding land acquisition) at the installations,
for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth
in the following table:

State

Installation or Location

Purpose Amount

District of Columbia
Florida .

Montana
New Mexico
NOYER DaKOtQ i.cicivsovisivisnssinsosnnss

SATEEONEL oo o csmaniune an s paoiroi ko o s as Seliain
TR R A e el T O e T

DEIEWATE s ioviiviviviviiisimairm st v

REOIAIE oo i
FROTG oisnnssusiiwvsnsinsssssisnssremri fasEiasswaniins
HOANBAR: ..ovoonneoninsonsessissnssasssnssssnsassovinen

MiSSISSIPDL vvvivineeiiriieiieiarsieissarsteesnssssenes

i 3 T I O W U

McConnell Air Force Base

Kirtland Air Force Base

Dyess Air Force Base

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base ..............
Edwards Air-Force:Base. |......svrsesvsrszvinss
Travis A0 FOorce: BaSE. ..crveeerssessssasesssssrss
Vandenberg Air Force Base ..........c........
Dover Air Force BaAS€ ......cccoveivveeiinnininnn

Bolling Air Force Base .......coceevevnreennenns
MacDill Air Force Base .......cccovvnvivvvenees
Tyndall Air Force Base ...........ccccvcvennne.
RoObine: Aty FOrce BaBe ... .ccvuvviinssivivasiiias
Mountain Home Air Force Base .............

McConnell Air Force Base ...........ovevvuins

Columbus Air Force Base ........cccccovvuvnenn
Keesler Air Force Base ........c.cceeuvnvnvnnnnns
Malmstrom Air Force Base ....................

Grand Forks Air Force Base ..................

............................

RTINS .n
b Nl B L
70 Units .......
108 Units .....
Ancillary Fa-
CHEY e vivenss
46 Units .......
58 Units .......
32 UNILS <iaviss
60 Units .......
60 Units .......
19 Units ..
Anm!lary Fa-
cility .
50 Um‘ts
40 Units .......
28 Unils .......
180 Units .....
42 Units .......
70 Units .......

89,800,000
$16,600,000
$9,714,000
$17,100,000

$831,000
$5,100,000
$10,000,000
$4,200,000
$6,800,000
811,032,000
$2,951,000

3581,000
$6,200,000
$5,000,000
$4,842,000

$20,900,000
$7,936,000
310,503,000
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Air Force: Family Housing—Continued

State Installation or Location Purpose Amount
Goodfellow Air Force Base .................... | 3 Unils ........ $500,000
Lackland Air Force Base ............ccccuu..... SO URIES ) oiee 37,400,000
Sheppard Air Force Base ........cccoeevvnvnnne. 40 Units ....... 37,400,000
WU OIRING o v oot spisnsionssbosksibors AN AT FEN 2 ST Y CEPBASE - cvoxasenssnveveini | IR e dvenes $6,853,000
Total ........ | $172,443,000

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of
appropriations in section 2304(a)(5)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Air Force may carry out architec-
tural and engineering services and construction
design activities with respect to the construction
or improvement of military family housing units
in an amount not to exceed $11,971,000.

SEC. 2303. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING UNITS.

Subject to section 2835 of title 10, United
States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations
in section 2304(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Air
Force may improve existing military family
housing wunits in an amount not to erceed
$156,995,000.

SEC. 2304. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
AIR FORCE.

(a) IN GENERAL—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 1997, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing functions of the Department of the Air
Force in the total amount of $1,810,090,000 as
follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2301(a),
$505,435,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2301(b),
$102,445,000.

(3) For wunspecified minor construction
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10,
United States Code, $8,545,000.

(4) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, 345,880,000,

(5) For military housing functions:

(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-
ning and design and improvement of military
family housing and facilities, $341,409,000.

(B) For support of military family housing
(including the functions described in section
2833 of title 10, United States Code), $830,234,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2301 of this
Act may not exceed—

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a); and

(2) $11,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2301(a) for the construc-
tion of a B-2 low observability restoration facil-
ity at Whileman Air Force Base, Missouri).

(¢) ADJUSTMENT.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs
(1) through (5) of subsection (a) is the sum of
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in
such paragraphs, reduced by $23,858,000, which
represents the combination of project savings re-
sulting from favorable bids, reduced overhead
costs, and cancellations due to force structure
changes.

SEC. 2305. AUTHORIZATION OF MILITARY CON-
STRUCTION PROJECT AT MCCON-
NELL AIR FORCE BASE, KANSAS, FOR
WHICH FUNDS HAVE BEEN APPRO-
PRIATED.

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The table in section
2301(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2771) is amended in
the item relating to McConnell Air Force Base,
Kansas, by striking out *'$19,130,000"" in the
amount column and inserting in lieu thereof
“$25,830,000"".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 2304
of such Act (110 Stat. 2774) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding the paragraph, by
striking out ''$1,894,594,000" and inserting in
lieu thereof “'$1.901,294,000"" and

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking out
*$603,834,000"" and inserting in lieu thereof
“'8610,534,000"".

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

SEC. 2401. AUTHORIZED DEFENSE AGENCIES
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI-
TION PROJECTS.

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2405(a)(l),
the Secretary of Defense may acquire real prop-
erly and carry out military construction projects
for the installations and locations inside the
United States, and in the amounts, set forth in
the following table:

Defense Agencies: Inside the United States.

Agency Installation or Location Amount

Defense Commissary AGency ...................... | Fort Lee, Virginia .. $9,300,000

Defense Finance and Accounting Service ... | Columbus Center, tho 39,722,000

Naval Air Station, Millington, Tennessee 36,906,000

Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia .. 312,800,000

Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawau $10,000,000

Defense Intelligence AGency ............ceeveuenen Bolling Air Force Base, District of Columbza $7,000,000

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama .. Navas $32,700,000

Defense Logistics Agency Defense Distribution Depot—DDNV Vzrgmza ............ 316,656,000
Defense Distribution New Cumber!and—DDSP, Penn-

sylvania .. x A $15,500,000

Defense Fuel .Support Pomt Craney Island Vtrgmta 322,100,000
Defense General Supply Center, Richmond (DLA),

Virginia'.....\... A . $5,200,000

Elmendorf Air Force Base Alaska ............................. 321,700,000

Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida .................... 39,800,000

Trgar-Field  WASCONSH: o i aiasoiiinatassi e 34,500,000

Westover Air Reserve Base, Massachusetts ..... 34,700,000

CONTIS Various, CONUS VATIOUS ....c..sesssarssninsnssssassr $11,275,000

Defense Medical Facilities Office ............... | Fort Campbell, KentUCKY .......cceevvreiniearneesrecersrnssasannns $13,600,000
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Defense Agencies: Inside the United States.—Continued
Agency Installation or Location Amount

Fort Detrick, Maryland .............. vty S s de Dyin s e Ap e 35,300,000

Fort Lewis, Washington .. 35,000,000

Hill Air Force Base, Utah o 33,100,000

Holloman Air Force Base, New Me:mco $3,000,000

Lackland Air Force Base, Texas . s 33,000,000

Marine Corps Combat Dev Com, Quant:co Vargzma 3% $19,000,000

McGuire Air Force Base, New JErsey .......oeeveeuevnen. $35,217,000

Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida . 32,750,000

Naval Station, Everett, Washington 87,500,000

Nawval Station, San Diego, California $2,100,000

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut ..... $2,300,000

Robins Air Force Base, Georgia ........... $19,000,000

Tinker Air Force Base, OKIahoma ..........coccovvvenenanes 36,500,000

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohm 32,750,000

National Security Agency ...........c.coevuvnen.... | Fort Meade, Maryland . s i SR ISR T SR e A $29,800,000
Special Operations Command .................... | Eglin Auzxiliary Field 3, Flonda ; 36,100,000
Fort Benning, Georgia ............... 312,314,000

Fort Bragg, North Carolina . 31,500,000

Hurlburt Field, Florida . $2,450,000

Naval Amphibious Base, Caronado Ca!zforma ...... 87,400,000

775 VD ey e o e e R S o || LT

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amaounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 2405(a)(2),
the Secretary of Defense may acquire real prop-
erty and carry out military construction projects

for the installations and locations outside the
United States, and in the amounts, set forth in
the following table:

Defense Agencies: Outside the United States.

Agency Installation or Location Amount
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization ....... Pacific Missile Range, Kwajalein Atoll ............cceen.... $4,565,000
Defense Logistics AQENCY ....civserescisssssensaens Defense Fuel Support Point, Guam ......... % 316,000,000
_ Moron Air Base, Spain ......... 314,400,000
Defense Medical Facilities Office ............... | Andersen Air Force Base, Guam $3,700,000
Falal o e N s i s iR ersens s ansnnasna e abaarrsas || ¢ IO, OG5 000

SEC. 2402. MILITARY HOUSING PLANNING AND
DESIGN.

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the
authorization of appropriations in section
2405(a)(13)(A4), the Secretary of Defense may
carry out architectural and engineering services
and construction design activities with respect
to the construction or improvement of military
family housing units in an amount not to exceed
$50,000.

SEC. 2403. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING UNITS.

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, Uniled
States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriation
in section 2405(a)(12)(A), the Secretary of De-
fense may improve eristing military family hous-
ing units in an amount not to exceed $4,900,000.
SEC. 2404. ENERGY CONSERVATION PROJECTS.

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the
authorization of appropriations in section
2405(a)(10), the Secretary of Defense may carry
out energy conservation projects under section
2865 of title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 2405. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
DEFENSE AGENCIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 1997, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing functions of the Department of Defense

(other than the military depariments), in the
total amount of $2,711,761,000 as follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2401(a),
$382,390,000

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2401(a),
£34,965,000.

(3) For military construction projects at An-
niston Army Depot, Alabama, ammunition de-
militarization Jfacility, authorized by section
2101(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of the
Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2587), which was
originally authorized as an Army construction
project, but which became a Defense Agencies
construction project by reason of the amend-
ments made by section 142 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995
(Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 2689), $9,900,000.

(4) For military construction projects at Wal-
ter Reed Army Institute of Research, Maryland,
hospital replacement, authorized by section
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2599), $20,000,000,

(5) For military construction projects at
Umatilla Army Depol, Oregon, authorized by
section 2401(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (division B
of the Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 3040), as
amended by section 2407 of the Military Con-

struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996
(110 Stat. 539) and section 2407(2) of this Act,
857,427,000,

(6) For military construction projects at De-
fense Finance and Accounting Service, Colum-
bus, Ohio, authorized by section 2401(a) of the
Military Construction Authorization Act of Fis-
cal Year 1996 (division B of Public Law 104-106;
110 Stat. 535), $14,200,000.

(7) For contingency construction projects of
the Secretary of Defense under section 2804 of
title 10, United States Code, $9,844,000.

(8) For wunspecified minor construction
projects under section 2805 of title 10, United
States Code, $25,257,000.

(9) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $34,350,000.

(10) For Energy Conservation projects author-
ized by section 2403, $25,000,000.

(11) For base closure and realignment activi-
ties as authorized by the Defense Base Closure
and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title
XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S5.C. 2687
note), $2,060,854,000.

(12) For military family housing functions:

(A) For improvement and planning of military
family housing and facilities, $4,950,000.

(B) For support of military housing (including
functions described in section 2833 of title 10,
United States Code), 332,724,000 of which not
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more than $27,673,000 may be obligated or exr-
pended for the leasing of military family hous-
ing units worldwide.

(b) LIMITATION OF TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ation authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ations authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2401 of this
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2)
of subsection (a).

SEC. 2406. CORRECTION IN AUTHORIZED USES OF
FUNDS, MCCLELIAN AIR FORCE
BASE, CALIFORNIA.

In the case of amounts appropriated pursuant
to the authorization of appropriations in section
2405(a)(1) of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (division B of
Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 3041) for a military
construction profect involving the upgrade of
the hospital facility at McClellan Air Force
Base, California, the Secretary of Defense may
use such amounts for the following medical con-
struction projects authorized by section 2401 of
this Act:

(1) The Aeromedical Clinic Addition at Ander-
sen Air Base, Guam, in the amount of $3,700,000.

(2) The Occupational Health Clinic Facility at
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma, in the
amount of $6,500,000.

SEC. 2407. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO
CARRY OUT FISCAL YEAR 1995
PROJECTS.

The table in section 2401 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995
(division B of Public Law 103-337; 108 Stal.
3040), as amended by section 2407 of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1996 (division B of Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat.
539), under the agency heading relating to
Chemical Weapons and Munitions Destruction,
is further amended—

(1) in the item relating to Pine Bluff Arsenal,
Arkansas, by striking out “*$115,000,000"" in the
amount column and inserting in lieu thereof
“8$134,000,000"; and

(2) in the item relating to Umatilla Army
Depot, Oregon, by striking out **$186,000,000" in
the amount column and inserting in lieu thereof
“8187,000,000"".

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

SEC. 2501. AUTHORIZED NATO CONSTRUCTION

AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.

The Secretary of Defense may make contribu-
tions for the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion Security Investment program as provided in
section 2806 of title 10, United States Code, in an
amount not to exceed the sum of the amount au-
thorized to be appropriated for this purpose in
section 2502 and the amount collected from the

North Atlantic Treaty Organization as a result

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

of construction previously financed by the

United States.

SEC. 2502, AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
NATO.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 1997, for contributions by the Sec-
retary of Defense under section 2806 of title 10,
United States Code, for the share of the United
States of the cost of projects for the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization Security Investment
program authorized by section 2501, in the
amount of $166,300,000.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES

SEC. 2601. AUTHORIZED GUARD AND RESERVE
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI-
TION PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal years beginning after
September 30, 1997, for the costs of acquisition,
architectural and engineering services, and con-
struction of facilities for the Guard and Reserve
Forces, and for contributions therefor, under
chapter 1803 of title 10, United States Code (in-
cluding the cost of acquisition of land for those
facilities), the following amounts:

(1) For the Department of the Army—

(A) for the Army National Guard of the
United States, $45,098,000; and

(B) for the Army Reserve, $69,831,000.

(2) For the Department of the Navy, for the
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve, $40,561,000.

(3) For the Department of the Air Force—

(A) for the Air National Guard of the United
States, $137,275,000; and

(B) for the Air Force Reserve, $34,443,000.

(b) ADJUSTMENT.—The amount authorized to
be appropriated pursuant to subsection (a)(1)(B)
is reduced by 37,900,000, which represents the
combination of project savings resulting from fa-
vorable bids, reduced overhead costs, and can-
cellations due to force structure changes.

SEC. 2602. AUTHORIZATION OF MILITARY CON-
STRUCTION PROJECTS FOR WHICH
FUNDS HAVE BEEN APPROPRIATED.

(a) ARMY NATIONAL GUARD, HILO, HAWAIl.—
Paragraph (1)(A) of section 2601 of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1997 (division B of Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat.
2780) is amended by striking out *'$59,194,000"
and inserting in lieu thereof “'$65,094,000"" to ac-
count for a project involving additions and al-
terations to an Army aviation support facility in
Hilo, Hawaii.

(b) NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS RESERVE, NEW
ORLEANS.—Paragraph (2) of such section is
amended by striking out ''$32,779,000" and in-
serting in lieu thereof “*3$37.579.000" to account
for a project for the construction of bachelor en-
listed quarters at Naval Air Station, New Orle-
ans, Louisiana.
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2603. ARMY RESERVE CONSTRUCTION
PROJECT, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH.

With regard to the military construction
project for the Army Reserve concerning con-
struction of a reserve center and organizational
maintenance shop in Salt Lake City, Utah, to be
carried out using funds appropriated pursuant
to the authorization of appropriations in section
2601(1)(B), the Secretary of the Army may enter
into an agreement with the State of Utah under
which the State agrees to provide financial or
in-kind contributions toward land acquisition,
site preparation, environmental assessment and
remediation, relocation, and other costs in con-
nection with the project.

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS
SEC. 2701. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AND
AMOUNTS REQUIRED TO BE SPECI-
FIED BY LAW.

(a) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER
THREE YEARS.—Except as provided in subsection
(b), all authorizations contained in titles XX1I
through XXVI for military construction
projects, land acguisition, family housing
projects and facilities, and contributions to the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program (and authorizations of appro-
priations therefor) shall expire on the later of—

(1) October 1, 2000; or

(2) the date for the enactment of an Act au-
thorizing funds for military construction for fis-
cal year 2001,

(b) ExceprTioN.—Subsection (a) shall not
apply to authorizations for military construc-
tion projects, land acquisition, family housing
projects and facilities, and contributions to the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program (and authorizations of appro-
priations therefor), for which appropriated
Sfunds have been obligated before the later of—

(1) October 1, 2000; or

(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au-
thorizing funds for fiscal year 2001 for military
construction projects, land acquisition, family
housing projects and facilities, or contributions
to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Secu-
rity Investment program.

SEC. 2702, EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 1995
PROJECTS.

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 2701
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1995 (division B of Public Law
103-337, 108 Stat. 3046), authorizations for the
projects set forth in the tables in subsection (b),
as provided in section 2101, 2201, 2202, 2301,
2302, 2401, or 2601 of that Act, shall remain in
effect until October 1, 1998, or the date of the
enactment of an Act authorizing funds for mili-
tary construction for fiscal year 1999, whichever
is later.

(b) TABLES.—The tables referred to in sub-
section (a) are as follows:

SEC.

Army: Extension of 1995 Project Authorization

State Installation or Location Project Amount
CalfOTRIG v iiivivisiissaresmssisaen riarinians | ROTLIPDIL (i oot snstansrduinianas | N@LIOTI AL
Training
Center Air-

field Phase
T e v 810,000,000
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Navy: Extension of 1995 Project Authorizations
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State

Installation or Location

Project

Amount

155 Y L S SRR SRRSO oo TR Ty

e L L e sy e e

WASRINGION .icvsiianvinninsiainigisssivie i

oo s rh DGR G 1 iy 1 ¥27s Ao P S R S | ||

Indian Head Naval Surface Warfare
CBNLEY: icisyeitinnnvnrsishvhiiss davssavamnsnisasans

Indian Head Naval Surface Warfare
0 1 2 e i Oy P b PN e P

Norfolk Marine Corps Security Force

Battalion Atlantic.......ovascnivasanis

Naval Station Puget Sound, Everett .......

CIaRSHed LOCATION  .c.orreonrromssimpinenssnsnies

Upgrade
Power
Plant .......

Denitrificati-
on/Acid
Mizxing Fa-
584 15 e

Bachelor En-
listed
Quarters ...

New Con-
struction
(Housing
Office) ......

Aircraft Fire/
Rescue &
Vehicle
Mainte-
nance Fa-

(o7 472 1 (O

$4,000,000

$6,400,000

$6,450,000

$780,000

$2,200,000

Air Force: Extension of 1995 Project Authorizations

State

Installation or Location

Project

Amount

CAlifoTnIn. o iaiiamanininvimaviss

NOTTR CQYoUNA .ciiiivinsnmniiemsiiinese

Beale Air FOrce BASe .....ccccvivrvvviiniisirnenres

Los Angeles Air Force Station ................

Pope Alr Force BASE .....iviviiiivinsennisivies

Pope Ay BoYoe BOSE iviivitewsviresiitasnansias

Consolidated
Support
Center ......

Family Hous-
ing (50
Tinila) Wl

Combat Con-
trol Team
Facility ....

Fire Training

Center

310,400,000

$8,962,000

$2,400,000

81,100,000

Defense Agencies: Extension of 1995 Project Authoriza

tions

State

Installation or Location

Project

Amount

VAT T bt T B ol Il i, 1 L O e A

T VT e 2 NG O RN o U B W | L
California

OTBGONL: sonrvvuinesnussssusisimmiminss shsasiusors s

Anniston - Army BPepot o..v.eisiesessiimsvasesss

Pine Bluff Arsenal

Defense Contract Management Office, El
SEHUNAD ccveievrotorsmnrinnmrivntisssnssapssrir g

Umatilla Army Depotl .......coevvvevireinrannnnns

Carbon Fil-
tration
System

Ammunition
Demili-
tarization
Facility ....

Administra-
tive Facil-
e SO

Ammunition
Demili-
tarization
Facility ....

35,000,000

$115,000,000

$5,100,000

$186,000,000
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Army National Guard: Extension of 1995 Project Authorization
State Installation or Location Project Amount
CAPOTRIG 5 v cimmsneorsinsirins v vt Camp RODBYLS . . Lo vttt s e s Combat Pistol Range ................. $952,000
Naval Reserve: Extension of 1995 Project Authorization
State Installation or Location Project Amount
GROTGIA ovviiivvivisisiibosinisinvysizinnasinessseinss | NOVAL ALY Station Marietta ........ccsi.viis | Training 32,650,000
Center.

SEC. 2703. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF
CERTAIN  FISCAL YEAR 1994
PROJECTS,

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 2701
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1994 (division B of Public Law

103-160, 107 Stat. 1880), authorizations for the
projects set forth in the table in subsection (b),
as provided in section 2201 of that Act and ex-
tended by section 2702 of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (di-
vision B of Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2783),

shall remain in effect until October 1, 1998, or
the date of the enactment of an Act authorizing
Junds for military construction for fiscal year
1999, whichever is later.

(b) TABRLE.—The table referred to in subsection
(a) is as follows:

Navy: Extension of 1994 Project Authorizations

State Installation or Location Project Amount
CalifOrNiQ «ovueeeeeveeeeeeeeeierieeieneiennaneeenass | Camp Pendleton Marine Corps Base ...... Sewage Fa-
Gt $7,930,000
CONMRRCIIETHEL it e B (N . N New London Naval Submarine Base ....... | Hazardous
Waste Fa-
CIITY = vovasin $1,450,000

SEC. 2704. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF
CERTAIN  FISCAL YEAR 1993
PROJECTS.

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 2701
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law
102-484; 106 Stat. 2602), the authorizations for

the projects set forth in the tables in subsection
(b), us provided in section 2101 or 2601 of that
Act and extended by section 2702 of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1996 (division B of Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat.
541) and section 2703 of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (di-

vision B of Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2784),
shall remain in effect until October 1, 1998, or
the date of the enactment of an Act authorizing
funds for military construction for fiscal year
1999, whichever is later.

(b) TABLES.—The tables referred to in sub-
section (a) are as follows:

Army: Extension of 1993 Project Authorization

State Installation or location Project Amount
7 ke L7e B ot pu ey AR I Pine Bluff Arsenal ........cocovveeneirsiennnrsnees Ammunition Demilitarization
Support Facility .............ceeene $15,000,000
Army National Guard: Extension of 1993 Project Authorization
State Installation or Location Project Amount
AIEBENL oo swamsssnitssnaaimse Urton-SPrings o ns ininsa i AYMOTY s St e $813,000

SEC. 2705. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF
CERTAIN  FISCAL YEAR 1992
PROJECTS.,

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 2701
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1992 (division B of Public Law
102-190; 105 Stat. 1535), authorizations for the
projects set forth in the table in subsection (b),

as provided in section 2101 of that Act and ex-
tended by section 2702 of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (di-
vision B of Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 3047),
section 2703 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (division B
of Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 543), and sec-
tion 2704 of the Military Construction Author-

ization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division B of
Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2784), shall remain
in effect until October 1, 1998, or the date of the
enactment of an Act authorizing funds for mili-
tary construction for fiscal year 1999, whichever
is later.

{b) TABLE.—The table referred to in subsection
(a) is as follows:

Army: Extension of 1992 Project Authorizations

State Installation or location Project Amount
OTBHOME v iy tavea ass e Umatilla Army Depot ........ccoveveveiveirennnns Ammunition Demilitarization
Support Facility ........c..ccins $3,600,000
Umatilla Army Depot .........ccoevvevivvnennanns Ammunition Demilitarization
135 T3 20 S b c e e o 87,500,000
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SEC. 2706. EXTENSION OF AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
OVER-THE-HORIZON  RADAR IN
PUERTO RICO.

Amounts appropriated under the heading
“DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG Ac-
TIVITIES, DEFENSE' in the Department of De-
fense Appropriations Act, 1995 (Public Law 103-
335; 108 Stat. 2615), and transferred to the
“Military Construction, Navy' appropriation
for construction of a Relocatable Over-the-Hori-
zon Radar at Naval Station Roosevelt Roads,
Puerto Rico, shall remain available for obliga-
tion until October 1, 1998, or the date of the en-
actment of an Act authorizing funds for military
construction for fiscal year 1999, whichever is
later.

SEC. 2707. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Titles XXI1, XXI1I, XXI1Il, XX1V, XXV, and
XXVI shall take effect on the later of—

(1) October 1, 1997; or

(2) the date of the enactment of this Act.

TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes
SEC. 2801. USE OF MOBILITY ENHANCEMENT
FUNDS FOR UNSPECIFIED MINOR

CONSTRUCTION.

(a) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Sub-
section (b)(2) of section 2805 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new sentence: ‘‘This paragraph
shall apply even though the project is to be car-
ried out using funds made available to enhance
the deployment and mobility of military forces
and supplies.”'.

(b) RESTRICTION ON USE OF OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE FUNDS.—Subsection (e¢) of such
section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking out “‘para-
graph (2)'' and inserting in lieu thereof “‘para-
graphs (2) and (3)'"; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(3) The limitations specified in paragraph (1)
shall not apply if the unspecified minor military
construction project is to be carried out using
funds made available to enhance the deploy-
ment and mobility of military forces and sup-
plies.”.

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Such section is
Jurther amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)—

(A) by striking out “minor military construc-
tion projects’ in the first sentence and inserting
in liew thereof "‘unspecified minor military con-
struction projects’’;

{B) by striking out ""A minor" in the second
sentence and inserting in liew thereof “An un-
specified minor”’; and

(C) by striking out *‘a minor” in the last sen-
tence and inserting in lieu thereof “‘an unspec-
ified minor’';

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by siriking out “A
minor’" and inserting in lieuw thereof “An un-
specified minor™';

(3) in subsection (b){2), by striking out “‘a
minor'’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘an un-
specified minor"'; and

(4) in subsection (c), by striking out "‘unspec-
ified military "' each place it appears and insert-
ing in lieu thereof “‘unspecified minor military"'.
SEC. 2802. LIMITATION ON USE OF OPERATION

AND MAINTENANCE FUNDS FOR FA-
CILITY REPAIR PROJECTS.

Section 2811 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsections:

“(d) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—When a
decision is made to carry out a repair project
under this section with an estimated cost in ex-
cess of $10,000,000, the Secretary concerned shall
submit to the appropriate committees of Con-
gress a report containing—
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“(1) the justification for the repair project and
the current estimate of the cost of the project;
and

“(2) the justification for carrying out the
project under this section.

“{e) REPAIR PROJECT DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘repair project’ means a project to
restore a real property facility, system, or com-
ponent to such a condition that it may effec-
tively be used for its designated functional pur-
pose.”".

SEC. 2803. LEASING OF MILITARY FAMILY HOUS-
ING, UNITED STATES SOUTHERN
COMMAND, MIAMI, FLORIDA.

(@) LEASES TO EXCEED MAXIMUM RENTAL.—
Section 2828(b) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out “‘para-
graph (3)'" and inserting in lieu thereof “para-
graphs (3) and (4)"";

(2) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (3); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“(4) The Secretary of the Army may lease not
more than eight housing units in the vicinity of
Miami, Florida, for key and essential personnel,
as designated by the Secretary, for the United
States Southern Command for which the ex-
penditure for the rental of such units (including
the cost of utilities, maintenance, and oper-
ation, including security enhancements) erceeds
the expenditure limitations in paragraphs (2)
and (3). The total amount for all leases under
this paragraph may not erceed $280,000 per
year, and no lease on any individual housing
unit may erceed $60,000 per year.".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph (5)
of such section, as redesignated by subsection
(a)(2), is amended by striking out ‘‘paragraphs
(2) and (3)'" and inserting in lieu thereof “para-
graphs (2), (3), and (4)"".

SEC. 2804. USE OF FINANCIAL INCENTIVES PRO-
VIDED AS PART OF ENERGY SAVINGS
AND WATER CONSERVATION ACTIVI-
TIES.

(a) ENERGY SAVINGS.—Section 2865 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(1), by striking out “‘and
financial incentives described in subsection
(@n2)";

(2) in subsection (d)(2), by adding at the end
the following new sentence: “'Financial incen-
tives received under this paragraph or section
2866(a)(2) of this title shall be credited to an ap-
propriation account designated by the Secretary
of Defense.”; and

(3) in subsection (f), by adding at the end the
following new sentence: ‘‘Each report shall also
describe the types and amount of financial in-
centives received under subsection (d)(2) and
section 2866(a)(2) of this title during the period
covered by the report and the appropriation ac-
count or accounts to which the incentives were
credited."’.

(b) WATER CONSERVATION.—Section 2866(b) of
such title is amended—

(1) by striking out ""SAVINGS.—" in the sub-
section heading and inserting in lieu thereof
““SAVINGS AND FINANCIAL INCENTIVES.—(1)"'; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

*(2) Financial incentives received under this
section shall be used as provided in section
2865(d)(2) of this title."”.

SEC. 2805. CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION RE-
QUIREMENTS REGARDING USE OF
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE HOUSING
FUNDS FOR INVESTMENTS IN NON-
GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES.

Section 2875 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

“(e) CONGRESSIONAL  NOTIFICATION  RE-
QUIRED.—Amounts in the Department of De-
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fense Family Housing Improvement Fund or the

Department of Defense Mililary Unaccompanied

Housing Improvement Fund may be used to

make a cash investment under this section in a

nongovernmental entity only after the end of

the 30-day period beginning on the date the Sec-

retary of Defense submits written notice of, and

justification for, the investment to the appro-

priate committees of Congress.”".

Subtitle B—Real Property And Facilities

Administration

SEC. 2811. INCREASE IN CEILING FOR MINOR

LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.

(a) INCREASE.—Section 2672 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking out
“$200,000"" both places it appears in subsection
(a) and inserting in liew thereof *“$500,000"'.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The section
heading for such section is amended to read as
follows:

“$2672. Acquisition: interests in land when
cost is not more than $500,000”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 159 of such title is amended by striking
out the item relating to section 2672 and insert-
ing in lieu thereof the following new item:

“2672. Acquisition: interests in land when cost is

not more than $500,000."".

SEC. 2812. ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES FOR CER-

TAIN REAL PROPERTY TRANS-
ACTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 159 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“8$2695. Acceptance of funds to cover adminis-
trative expenses relating to certain real
property transactions
“(a) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT.—In connection

with a real property transaction described in

subsection (b) with a non-Federal person or en-
tity, the Secretary of a military department may
accept amounts provided by the person or entity
to cover administrative expenses incurred by the

Secretary in entering into the transaction.

“(b) COVERED TRANSACTIONS.—Subsection (a)
applies to the following transactions:

“{1) The conveyance or exchange of real prop-
erty.

‘'(2) The grant of an easemenl over, in, or
upon real property of the United States.

“(3) The lease or license of real property of
the United States.

“(c) USE OF AMOUNTS COLLECTED.—Amounts
collected under subsection (a) for administrative
erpenses shall be credited to the appropriation,
fund, or account from which the erpenses were
paid. Amounts so credited shall be merged with
funds in such appropriation, fund, or account
and shall be available for the same purposes
and subject to the same limitations as the funds
with which merged.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 159 of such
title is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

“‘2695. Acceptance of funds to cover administra-
tive expenses relating to certain
real property transactions.”’.

SEC. 2813. DISPOSITION OF PROCEEDS FROM

SALE OF AIR FORCE PLANT 78,
BRIGHAM CITY, UTAH.

Notwithstanding subparagraph (A) of section
204(h)(2) of the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 485(h)(2)),
the entire amount derived from the sale of Air
Force Plant 78 in Brigham City, Utah, and de-
posited in the special account in the Treasury
established pursuant to such section shall, to
the extent provided in appropriations Actls, be
available to the Secretary of the Air Force for
facility maintenance, repair, or environmental
restoration at other industrial plants of the De-
partment of the Air Force.
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Subtitle C—Defense Base Closure and
Realignment

SEC. 2821. CONSIDERATION OF MILITARY INSTAL-
LATIONS AS SITES FOR NEW FED-
ERAL FACILITIES,

(a) 1988 Law.—Section 204(b)(5) of the Defense
Authorization Amendments and Base Closure
and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-526; 10
U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking out *‘sub-
paragraph (B)'' and inserting in lieu thereof
“subparagraphs (B) and (C)"'; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C)(i) Before acquiring mnon-Federal real
property as the location for a new or replace-
ment Federal facility of any type, the head of
the Federal agency acquiring the property shall
consult with the Secretary regarding the feasi-
bility and cost advantages of using Federal
property or facilities at a military installation to
be closed or realigned under this title as the lo-
cation for the new or replacement facility. In
considering the availability and suitability of a
specific military installation, the Secretary and
the head of the Federal agency involved shall
consult with the redevelopment authority with
respect to the installation and comply with the
redevelopment plan for the installation.

‘(i) Not later than 30 days after acquiring
non-Federal real property as the location for a
new or replacement Federal facility, the head of
the Federal agency acquiring the property shall
submit to Congress a reporl containing the re-
sults of the consultation under clause (i) and
the reasons why military installations referred
to in such clause that are located within the
area to be served by the new or replacement
Federal facility or within a 200-mile radius of
the new or replacement facility, whichever area
is greater, were considered to be unsuitable or
unavailable for the site of the new or replace-
ment facility."".

(b) 1990 LAw.—Section 2905(b)(5) of the De-
Jense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990
(Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking out “‘sub-
paragraph (B)'' and inserting in lieu thereof
“‘subparagraphs (B) and (C)"’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘“CC)(i) Before acquiring non-Federal real
property as the location for a new or replace-
ment Federal facility of any type, the head of
the Federal agency acquiring the property shall
consult with the Secretary regarding the feasi-
bility and cost advantages of using Federal
property or facilities at a military installation to
be closed or realigned under this part as the lo-
cation for the new or replacement facility. In
considering the availability and suitability of a
specific military installation, the Secretary and
the head of the Federal agency involved shall
consult with the redevelopment authority with
respect to the installation and comply with the
redevelopment plan for the installation.

“(ii) Not later than 30 days after acquiring
non-Federal real property as the location for a
new or replacement Federal facility, the head of
the Federal agency acquiring the properly shall
submit to Congress a report containing the re-
sults of the consultation under clause (i) and
the reasons why military installations referred
to in such clause that are located within the
area to be served by the new or replacement
Federal facility or within a 200-mile radius of
the new or replacement facility, whichever area
is greater, were considered to be unsuitable or
unavailable for the site of the mew or replace-
ment facility."".
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SEC. 2822. PROHIBITION AGAINST CONVEYANCE
OF PROPERTY AT MILITARY INSTAL-
LATIONS TO STATE-OWNED SHIP-
PING COMPANIES,

(a) PROHIBITION AGAINST DIRECT CONVEY-
ANCE.—In disposing of real properly in connec-
tion with the closure of a military installation
under the Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public
Law 101-510; 10 U.8.C. 2687 note), the Secretary
of Defense may not convey any portion of the
property (by sale, lease, or other method) to a
State-owned shipping company.

(b) PROHIBITION AGAINST INDIRECT CONVEY-
ANCE.—The Secretary of Defense shall impose as
a condition on each conveyance of real property
located at such an installation the requirement
that the properly may not be subsequently con-
veyed (by sale, lease, or other method) to a
State-owned shipping company.

(¢) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—If the Secretary
determines at any time that real property lo-
cated at such an installation and conveyed
under the Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act of 1990 has been conveyed to a State-
owned shipping company in violation of sub-
section (b) or is otherwise being used by a State-
owned shipping company in violation of such
subsection, all right, title, and interest in and to
the property shall revert to the United States,
and the United States shall have immediate
right of entry thereon.

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
“State-owned shipping company'' means @ com-
mercial shipping company owned or controlled
by a foreign country.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances
Part I—Army Conveyances
SEC. 2831. LAND CONVEYANCE, JAMES T. COKER
ARMY RESERVE CENTER, DURANT,
OKLAHOMA.

(@) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Army may convey, without consideration,
to Big Five Community Services, Incorporated, a
nonprofit organization operating in Durant,
Oklahoma, all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to a parcel of real property
located at 1500 North First Street in Durant,
Oklahoma, and containing the James T. Coker
Army Reserve Center, if the Secretary deter-
mines that the Reserve Cenler is ercess to the
needs of the Armed Forces.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The eract
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by
Big Five Community Services, Incorporated.

(¢) CONDITION ON CONVEYANCE.—The convey-
ance authorized under subsection (a) shall be
subject to the condition that Big Five Commu-
nity Services, Incorporated, retain the conveyed
property for educational purposes.

(d) REVERSION.—If the Secretary determines
at any time that the real property conveyed
under subsection (a) is not being used for the
purpose specified in subsection (c), all right,
title, and interest in and to such real property,
including any improvements thereon, shall re-
vert to the United States, and the United States
shall have the right of immediate entry thereon.

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

SEC. 2832, LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT A. P. HILL,
VIRGINIA.

(@) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED,—The Secretary
of the Army may convey to Caroline County,
Virginia (in this section referred to as the
“County"), all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to a parcel of unimproved
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real property consisting of approrimately 10
acres located at Fort A. P. Hill, Virginia. The
purpose of the conveyance is to permit the
County to establish a solid waste transfer and
recycling facility on the property.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—ASs consideration for the
conveyance under subsection (a), the County
shall permit the Army, at no cost, to dispose of
not less than 1,800 tons of solid waste annually
at the facility established on the conveyed prop-
erty. The obligation of the County to accept
solid waste under this subsection shall not com-
merce until after the solid waste transfer and re-
cycling facility on the conveyed property be-
comes operational, and the establishment of a
solid waste collection and transfer site on the
J6-acre parcel described in subsection (d)(2)
shall not be construed to impose the obligation.

(e) DISCLAIMER.—The United States shall not
be responsible for the provision or cost of utili-
ties or any other improvements necessary to
carry out the conveyance under subsection (a)
or to establish or operate the solid waste trans-
fer and recycling facility intended for the prop-
erty.

(d) REVERSION.—(1) Ezxcept as provided in
paragraph (2), if the Secretary determines that
a solid waste transfer and recycling facility is
not operational, before December 31, 1999, on
the real property conveyed under subsection (a),
all right, title, and interest in and to such real
property, including any improvements thereon,
shall revert to the United States, and the United
States shall have the right of immediate entry
thereon.

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply with respect
to a parcel of approrimately .36 acres of the ap-
prozimately 10-acre parcel to be conveyed under
subsection (a), which is included in the larger
conveyance to permit the County to establish a
solid waste collection and transfer site for resi-
dential waste.

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection twith the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

SEC. 2833. EXPANSION OF LAND CONVEYANCE, IN-
DIANA ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT,
CHARLESTOWN, INDIANA.

(a) ADDITIONAL CONVEYANCE.—Subsection (a)
of section 2858 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
104-106; 110 Stat. 571) is amended—

(1) by inserting "'(1)"" before *‘The Secretary of
the Army'"; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(2) The Secretary may also convey to the
State, without consideration, an additional par-
cel of real property at the Indiana Army Ammu-
nition Plant consisting of approxvimately 500
acres located along the Ohio River.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such section
is further amended by striking out ‘“‘convey-
ance' both places it appears in subsections (b)
and (d) and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘convey-
ances”".

SEC. 2834. MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEYANCE,
LOMPOC, CALIFORNIA.

(a) CHANGE IN AUTHORIZED USES OF LAND.—
Section 834(b)(1) of the Military Construction
Authorization Act, 1985 (Public Law 9807, 98
Stat. 1526), is amended by striking out subpara-
graphs (A) and (B) and inserting in lieu thereof
the following new subparagraphs:

“(4) for educational and recreational pur-
poses;

“'{B) for open space; or''.

(b) CONFORMING DEED CHANGES.—With re-
spect to the land conveyance made pursuant to
section 834 of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act, 1985, the Secretary of the Army
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shall erecute and file in the appropriate office

or offices an amended deed or other appropriate

instrument effectuating the changes to the au-

thorized uses of the conveyed property resulting

from the amendment made by subsection (a).

SEC. 2835. MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEYANCE,
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ARSENAL, COLO-
RADO,

Section 5(c) of Public Law 102402 (106 Stat.
1966) is amended by striking out "The lrans-
ferred property shall be sold in advertised sales'
and inserting in lieu thereof *“The Administrator
shall convey the transferred property to Com-
merce City, Colorado, in a negotiated sale,"’.
SEC. 2836. CORRECTION OF LAND CONVEYANCE

AUTHORITY, ARMY RESERVE CEN-
TER, ANDERSON, SOUTH CAROLINA.

(@) IDENTIFICATION OF RECIPIENT.—Subsection
(a) of section 2824 of the Military Construction
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division
B of Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2793) is
amended by striking out “County of Anderson,
South Carolina (in this section referred to as the
‘County’)' and inserting in lieu thereof *‘Board
of Education, Anderson County, South Carolina
(in this section referred to as the ‘Board’)"".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsections
(b) and (c) of such section are amended by strik-
ing out “"County'’ each place it appears and in-
serting in lieu thereof *'Board"".

SEC. 2837. LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT BRAGG,
NORTH CAROLINA.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Army may convey, without consideration,
to the Town of Spring Lake, North Carolina (in
this section referred to as the “‘Town''), all
right, title, and interest of the United States in
and to a parcel of unimproved real property
consisting of approrimately 50 acres located at
Fort Bragg, North Carolina. The purpose of the
conveyance is to improve access by the Town to
a waste treatment facility and to permit eco-
nomic development.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by
the Town.

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

SEC. 2838. LAND CONVEYANCE, GIBSON ARMY RE-
SERVE CENTER, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS.

() CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Army may convey, without consideration,
to the Lawndale Business and Local Develop-
ment Corporation (in this section referred to as
the “Corporation'’), a nonprofit organization
organized in the State of Illlinois, all right, title,
and interest of the United States in and to a
parcel of real property, including improvements
thereon, that is located at 4454 West Cermak
Road in Chicago, Hlinois, and contains the Gib-
son Army Reserve Center.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The eract
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by
the Corporation,

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

SEC. 2839. LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT DIX, NEW
JERSEY.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary

of the Army may convey, without consideration,
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to the Borough of Wrightstown, New Jersey (in
this section referred to as the “Borough'’'), all
right, title, and interest of the United States in
and to a parcel of real property (including im-
provements thereon) consisting of approzrimately
44.69 acres located at Fort Dix, New Jersey, for
the purpose of permitlting the Borough to de-
velop the parcel for educational and economic
purposes.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The eract
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by
the Borough.

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional termns
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

Part II—Navy Conveyances
SEC. 2851. CORRECTION OF LEASE AUTHORITY,
NAVAL AIR STATION, MERIDIAN, MIS-
SISSIPPIL

{a) CORRECTION OF LESSEE.—Subsection (a) of
section 2837 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division B
of Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2798) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking out *‘State of Mississippi (in
this section referred to as the 'State’)"” and in-
serting in lieu thereof "'County of Lauderdale,
Mississippi (in this section referred to as the
‘County’)’’; and

(2) by striking out “‘The State" and inserting
in lieu thereof “*The County".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsections
(b) and (c) of such section are amended by strik-
ing out “‘State'’ each place it appears and in-
serting in lieu thereof **County"’.

Part HI—Air Force Conveyances
SEC, 2861. LAND TRANSFER, EGLIN AIR FORCE
BASE, FLORIDA.

(a) TRANSFER.—Jurisdiction over (he real
property withdrawn by Erecutive Order 4525,
dated October 1, 1826, which consists of approri-
mately 440 acres of land al Cape San Blas, Gulf
County, Florida, and any improvements there-
on, is transferred from the administrative juris-
diction of the Secretary of Transportation to the
administrative jurisdiction of the Secretary of
the Air Force, without reimbursement. Erecutive
Order 4525 is revoked, and the transferred real
property shall be administered by the Secretary
of the Air Force pursuant to the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40
U.8.C. 471 et seq.) and such other laws as may
be applicable to Federal real property.

(b) Use oF PROPERTY.—The real property
transferred under subsection (a) may be used in
conjunction with operations at Eglin Air Force
Base, Florida.

(c) LEGAL DESCRIPTION.—The eract acreage
and legal description of the real property to be
transferred under this section shall be deter-
mined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary
of the Air Force. The cost of the survey shall be
borne by the Secretary of the Air Force.

SEC. 2862. STUDY OF LAND EXCHANGE OPTIONS,
SHAW AIR FORCE BASE, SOUTH
CAROLINA.

Section 2874 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
104-106; 110 Stat. 583) is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

“(g) STUDY OF EXCHANGE OPTIONS.—To facili-
tate the use of a land exchange to acquire the
real property described in subsection (a), the
Secretary of the Air Force shall conduct a study
to identify real property in the possession of the
Air Force (located in the State of South Caro-
lina or elsewhere) that satisfies the requirements
of subsection (b)(2), is acceptable to the party
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holding the property to be acquired, and is oth-
erwise suitable for exchange under this section.
Not later than three months after the date of the
enactment of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1998, the Secretary shall
submit to Congress a report containing the re-
sults of the study."'.

SEC. 2863. LAND CONVEYANCE, MARCH AIR

FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Air Force may convey to Air Force Village
West, Incorporated (in this section referred to as
the *‘Corporation’’), of Riverside, California, all
right, title, and interest of the United States in
and to a parcel of real property located at
March Air Force Base, California, and con-
sisting of approzimately 75 acres, as move fully
described in subsection (c).

(2) If the Secretary does not make the convey-
ance authorized by paragraph (1) to the Cor-
poration on or before January 1, 2006, the Sec-
retary shall convey the real property instead to
the March Joint Powers Authority, the redevel-
opment authority established for March Air
Force Base.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for the
conveyance under subsection (a), the Corpora-
tion shall pay to the United States an amount
equal to the fair market value of the real prop-
erty, as determined by the Secretary.

(c) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The real property to
be conveyed under this section is contiguous to
land conveyed to the Corporation pursuant to
section 835 of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act, 1985 (Public Law 96-407; 98 Stat.
1527), and lies within sections 27, 28, 33, and 34
of Township 3 South, Range 4 West, San
Bernardino Base and Meridian, County of Riv-
erside, California. The eract acreage and legal
description of the real property shall be deter-
mined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary.
The cost of the survey shall be borne by the
party receiving the property.

(d) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS REGARDING PRE-
VIOUS CONVEYANCE.—Section 835 of the Military
Construction Authorization Act, 1985 (Public
Law 98-407; 98 Stat. 1527), is amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by striking out ‘‘sub-
section (b)" and inserting in lieu thereof “‘sub-
section (a)'’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking out *‘Clark
Street,” and all that follows through the period
and inserting in lieu thereof 'Village West
Drive, on the west by Allen Avenue, on the
south by 8th Street, and the north is an erten-
ston of 11th Street between Allen Avenue and
Clark Street.”.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
SEC. 2881. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT TO OPER-
ATE NAVAL ACADEMY DAIRY FARM.

(a) OPERATION.—(1) Chapter 603 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“$6976. Operation of Naval Academy dairy
farm

‘““(a) DISCRETION REGARDING CONTINUED OP-
ERATION.—(1) Subject to paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary of the Navy may terminate or reduce the
dairy or other operations conducted at the
Naval Academy dairy farm located in Gambrills,
Maryland.

“(2) Notwithstanding the termination or re-
duction of operations at the Naval Academy
dairy farm under paragraph (1), the real prop-
erty containing the dairy farm (consisting of ap-
prorimately 875 acres)—

‘“(A) may not be declared to be erxcess real
property to the needs of the Navy or transferred
or otherwise disposed of by the Navy or any
Federal agency,; and

“(B) shall be maintained in its rural and agri-
cultural nature.

“(b) LEASE AUTHORITY.—(1) Subject to para-
graph (2), to the extent that the termination or
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reduction of operations at the Naval Academy
dairy farm permit, the Secretary of the Navy
may lease the real property containing the dairy
farm, and any improvements and personal prop-
erty thereon, to such persons and under such
terms as the Secretary considers appropriate. In
leasing any of the property, the Secretary may
give a preference to persons who will continue
dairy operations on the property.

“(2) Any lease of property at the Naval Acad-
emy dairy farm shall be subject to a condition
that the lessee maintain the rural and agricul-
tural nature of the leased property.

“(c) EFFECT OF OTHER LAWS.—Nothing in sec-
tion 6971 of this title shall be construed to re-
quire the Secretary of the Navy or the Super-
intendent of the Naval Academy to operate a
dairy farm for the Naval Academy in Gambrills,
Maryland, or any other location."'.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

“6976. Operation of Naval
jarm.",

(b) CONFORMING REPEAL OF EXISTING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Section 810 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act, 1968 (Public Law
90-110; 81 Stat. 309), is repealed.

SEC. 2882. LONG-TERM LEASE OF PROPERTY,
NAPLES ITALY.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Subject to subsection (d), the
Secretary of the Navy may acquire by long-term
lease structures and real property relating to a
regional hospital complexr in Naples, Italy, that
the Secretary determines to be necessary for
purposes of the Naples Improvement Initiative.

(b) LEASE TERM.—Notwithstanding section
2675 of title 10, United States Code, the lease au-
thorized by subsection (a) shall be for a term of
not more than 20 years.

(c) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity of the Secretary to enter into a lease under
subsection (a) shall expire on September 30, 2002.

(d) AUTHORITY CONTINGENT ON APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACTS.—The authority of the Secretary to
enter into a lease under subsection (a) is avail-
able only to the extent or in the amount pro-
vided in advance in appropriations Acts.

SEC. 2883. DESIGNATION OF MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING AT LACKLAND AIR FORCE
BASE, TEXAS, IN HONOR OF FRANK
TEJEDA, A FORMER MEMBER OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

The military family housing developments to
be constructed at two locations on Government
property at Lackland Air Force Base, Texas,
under the authority of subchapter IV of chapter
169 of title 10, United States Code, shall be des-
ignated by the Secretary of the Air Force, at an
appropriate time, as follows:

(1) The northern development shall be des-
ignated as ' Frank Tejeda Estates North''.

(2) The southern development shall be des-
ignated as “'Frank Tejeda Estates South'',

TITLE XXIX—SIKES ACT IMPROVEMENT
SEC, 2901. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘'Sikes Act Im-
provement Amendments of 1997"".

SEC. 2902. DEFINITION OF SIKES ACT FOR PUR-
POSES OF AMENDMENTS.

In this title, the term “'Sikes Act' means the
Act entitled *“*An Act to promote effectual plan-
ning, development, maintenance, and coordina-
tion of wildlife, fish, and game conservation and
rehabilitation in military reservations'’, ap-
proved September 15, 1960 (16 U.S.C. 670a et
seq.), commonly referred to as the ‘'Sikes Act’'.
SEC. 2903, COC,?TIFICA?'ION OF SHORT TITLE OF

ACT.

The Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670a et seq.) is
amended by inserting before title I the following
new section:

“SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
““This Act may be cited as the 'Sikes Act'.”".

Academy dairy
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SEC. 2904. INTEGRATED NATURAL RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT PLANS.

(@) PLANS REQUIRED.—Section 101(a) of the
Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670a(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking out “‘is authorized to™ and in-
serting in lieu thereof “'shall”;

(2) by striking out '‘in each military reserva-
tion in accordance with a cooperative plan’
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: “on
military installations. Under the program, the
Secretary shall prepare and implement for each
military installation in the United States an in-
tegrated natural resource managemeni plan'’;

(3) by inserting after ‘‘reservation is located”
the following: **, except that the Secretary is not
required to prepare such a plan for a military
installation if the Secretary determines that
preparation of such a plan for the installation
is not appropriate’’; and

(4) by inserting ‘(1) after “(a)" and adding
at the end the following new paragraph:

*(2) Consistent with essential military reguire-
ments to enhance the national security of the
United States, the Secrelary of Defense shall
manage each military installation to provide—

"“(A) for the conservation of fish and wildlife
on the military installation and sustained multi-
purpose uses of those resources, including hunt-
ing, fishing, and trapping; and

*'(B) public access that is necessary or appro-
priate for those uses.".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Title I of the
Sikes Act is amended—

(1) in section 101(b) (16 U.S.C. 670a(b)), in the
matter preceding paragraph (1), by striking out
“‘cooperative plan'’ and inserting in lieu thereof
“integrated natural resource management
plan’’;

(2) in section 101(b)(4) (16 U.S.C. 670a(b)(4)),
by striking out ‘‘cooperative plan’’ each place it
appears and inserting in lieu thereof “‘inte-
grated natural resource management plan'';

(3) in section 101(c) (16 U.S.C. 670a(c)), in the
matter preceding paragraph (1) by striking out
“a cooperative plan' and inserting in lieu
thereof “an integrated natural resource man-
agement plan’';

(4) in section 101(d) (16 U.S.C. 670a(d)), in the
matter preceding paragraph (1) by striking out
“‘cooperative plans’ and inserting in lieu there-
of “integrated natural resource management
plans’’;

(5) in section 101(e) (16 U.S.C. 670a(e)), by
striking out “Cooperative plans’ and inserting
in lieu thereof ‘‘Integrated natural resource
management plans’';

(6) in section 102 (16 U.S.C. 670b), by striking
out “a cooperative plan' and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘an integrated nmatural resource man-
agement plan'';

(7) in section 103 (16 U.S.C. 670¢c), by striking
out “‘a cooperative plan' and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘an integrated natural resource man-
agement plan'';

{8) in section 106(a) (16 U.5.C. 670f(a)), by
striking out “‘cooperative plans’ and inserting
in liew thereof “‘integrated natural resource
management plans’'; and

(9) in section 106(c) (16 U.S.C. 670f(c)), by
striking out “‘cooperative plans” and inserting
in liew thereof ‘‘integrated natural resource
management plans’.

(c) CONTENTS OF PLANS.—Section 101(b) of the
Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670a(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking out
“and" after the semicolon;

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking out the
semicolon at the end and inserting in lieu there-
of a comma; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

“(E) wetland protection and restoration, and
wetland creation where necessary, for support
of fish or wildlife,
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“(F) consideration of conservation needs for
all biological communities, and

"“(G) the establishment of specific natural re-
source management goals, objectives, and time-
Sframes for proposed actions;"';

(2) by striking out paragraph (3);

(3) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3);

(4) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“(2) shall for the military installation for
which it is prepared—

"“(A) address the needs for fish and wildlife
management, land management, forest manage-
ment, and wildlife-oriented recreation,

“(B) ensure the integration of, and consist-
ency among, the various activities conducted
under the plan,

“(C) ensure that there is no net loss in the ca-
pability of installation lands to support the mili-
tary mission of the installation,

(D) provide for sustained use by the public of
natural resources, to the extent that such use is
not inconsistent with the military mission of the
installation or the needs of fish and wildlife
management,

"“(E) provide the public access to the installa-
tion that is necessary or appropriate for that
use, to the ertent that access is not inconsistent
with the military misston of the installation,
and

“(F) provide for professional enforcement of
natural resource laws and regulations;’’; and

(5) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking out “col-
lect the fees therefor,” and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘‘collect, spend, administer, and account
for fees therefor,”.

(d) PuBLIC COMMENT.—Section 101 of the
Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670a) is amended by adding
at the end the following new subsection:

*“(f) PUBLIC COMMENT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall provide an opportunity for public
comment on each integrated natural resource
management plan prepared under subsection
(a).".

SEC. 2905. REVIEW FOR PREPARATION OF INTE-
GRATED NATURAL RESOURCE MAN-
AGEMENT PLANS.

(a) REVIEW OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS.—

(1) REVIEW.—The Secretary of each military
department shall, by not later than nine months
after the date of the enactment of this Act—

(A) review each military installation in the
United States that is under the jurisdiction of
that Secretary to determine the military instal-
lations for which the preparation of an inte-
grated natural resource management plan under
section 101 of the Sikes Act, as amended by this
title, is appropriate; and

(B) submit to the Secretary of Defense a report
on those determinations.

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of
Defense shall, by not later than 12 months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, submit to
the Congress a report on the reviews conducted
under paragraph (1). The report shall include—

(A) a list of those military installations re-
viewed under paragraph (1) for which the Sec-
retary of Defense determines the preparation of
an integrated natural resource management
plan is not appropriate; and

(B) for each of the military installations listed
under subparagraph (A), an explanation of the
reasons such a plan is not appropriate.

(b) DEADLINE FOR INTEGRATED NATURAL RE-
SOURCE MANAGEMENT PLANS.—Not later than
two years after the date of the submission of the
report required under subsection (a)(2), the Sec-
retary of Defense shall, for each military instal-
lation for which the Secretary has not deter-
mined under subsection (a)(2)(A) that prepara-
tion of an integrated natural resource manage-
ment plan is not appropriate—

(1) prepare and begin implementing such a
plan mutually agreed to by the Secretary of the
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Interior and the head of the appropriate State
agencies under section 101(a) of the Sikes Act,
as amended by this title; or

(2) in the case of a military installation for
which there is in effect a cooperative plan under
section 101(a) of the Sikes Act on the day before
the date of the enactment of this Act, complete
negotiations with the Secretary of the Interior
and the heads of the appropriate State agencies
regarding changes to that plan that are nec-
essary for the plan to constitute an integrated
natural resource plan that complies with that
section, as amended by this title.

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall provide an opportunity for the sub-
mission of public comments on—

(1) integrated natural resource management
plans proposed pursuant lo subsection (b)(1);
and

(2) changes to cooperative plans proposed pur-
suant to subsection (b)(2).

SEC. 2906. ANNUAL REVIEWS AND REPORTS.

Section 101 of the Sikes Act (16 U.5.C. 670a) is
amended by adding after subsection (f) (as
added by section 2904(d)) the following new sub-
section:

“(g) REVIEWS AND REPORTS.—

‘(1) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE.—The Secretary
of Defense shall, by not later than March 1 of
each year, review the ertent to which integrated
natural resource management plans were pre-
pared or in effect and implemented in accord-
ance with this Act in the preceding year, and
submit a report on the findings of that review to
the committees. Each report shall include—

“(A) the number of integrated natural re-
source management plans in effect in the year
covered by the report, including the date on
which each plan was issued in final form or
maost recently revised,

“(B) the amount of moneys expended on con-
servation activities conducted pursuant to those
plans in the year covered by the report, includ-
ing amounts erpended under the Legacy Re-
source Management Program established under
section 8120 of the Act of November 5, 1990 (Pub-
lic Law 101-511; 104 Stat. 1905); and

*(C) an assessment of the extent to which the
plans comply with the requirements of sub-
section (b)(1) and (2), including specifically the
ertent {o which the plans ensure in accordance
with subsection (b)(2NC) that there is no net
loss of lands to support the military missions of
military installations.

“(2) SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior, by not later than March
I of each year and in consultation with State
agencies responsible for conservation or man-
agement of fish or wildlife, shall submit a report
to the committees on the amount of moneys ex-
pended by the Department of the Interior and
those State agencies in the year covered by the
report on conservation activities conducted pur-
suant to integrated natural resource manage-
ment plans.

*(3) COMMITTEES DEFINED.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘committees’ means the
Committee on Resources and the Committee on
National Security of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate."".

SEC. 2907. TRANSFER OF WILDLIFE CONSERVA-
TION FEES FROM CLOSED MILITARY
INSTALLATIONS.

Section 101(b)(4)(B) of the Sikes Act (16 U.S.C.
670a(b)(4)(B)) is amended by inserting before the
period at the end the following: **, unless that
military installation is subsequently closed, in
which case the fees may be transferred to an-
other military installation to be used for the
same purposes’’.
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SEC. 2908. FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT OF INTE-
GRATED NATURAL RESOURCE MAN.-
AGEMENT PLANS AND ENFORCE-
MENT OF OTHER LAWS.
Title I of the Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670a et seq.)
is amended—
(1) by redesignating section 106, as amended
by section 2904(b), as section 109; and
(2) by inserting after section 105 the following
new section:
“SEC. 106. Fm:. ENFORCEMENT OF OTHER

““All Federal laws relating to the conservation
of natural resources on Federal lands may be
enforced by the Secretary of Defense with re-
spect to violations of those laws which occur on

military  installations within the United

States."”.

SEC. 2509. NATURAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
SERVICES.

Title I of the Sikes Act (16 U.5.C. 670a et seq.)
is amended by inserting after section 106 (as
added by section 2908) the following new sec-
tion:

“SEC. 107. NATURAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
SERVICES,

“The Secretary of each military department
shall ensure that sufficient numbers of profes-
sionally trained natural resource management
personnel and natural resource law enforcement
personnel are available and assigned responsi-
bility to perform tasks necessary to comply with
this Act, including the preparation and imple-
mentation of integrated natural resource man-
agement plans.''.

SEC. 2910. DEFINITIONS.

Title I of the Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670a et seq.)
is amended by inserling after section 107 (as
added by section 2909) the following new sec-
tion:

“SEC. 108. DEFINITIONS.

“In this title:

(1) MILITARY INSTALLATION.—The term ‘mili-
tary installation'—

“(A) means any land or interest in land
owned by the United States and administered by
the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a
military department; and

“(B) includes all public lands withdrawn from
all forms of appropriation under public land
laws and reserved for use by the Secretary of
Defense or the Secretary of a military depart-
ment.

“(2) STATE FISH AND WILDLIFE AGENCY.—The
term ‘State fish and wildlife agency’ means an
agency of State government that is responsible
under State law for managing fish or wildlife re-
sources.

*(3) UNITED STATES.—The term ‘United States’
means the States, the District of Columbia, and
the territories and possessions of the United
States."'.

SEC. 2911. COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.

(a) COST SHARING.—Section 103a(b) of the
Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670c-1(b)) is amended by
striking out “‘matching basis'' each place it ap-
pears and inserting in lieu thereof “cost-sharing
basis".

(b) AcCOUNTING.—Section 103a(c) of the Sikes
Act (16 U.S.C. 670c-1(c)) is amended by inserting
before the period at the end the following: ',
and shall not be subject to section 1535 of that
title"".

SEC. 2912. REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROVISION.

Section 2 of the Act of Oclober 27, 1986 (Public
Law 99-561; 16 U.S.C. 670a-1), is repealed.

SEC. 2913. CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.

Title T of the Sikes Act, as amended by this
title, is amended—

(1) in the heading for the title by striking out
“MILITARY RESERVATIONS™ and inserting
in lieu thereof “"MILITARY INSTALLATIONS";

(2) in section 101(a) (16 U.S.C. 670a(a)), by
striking out ''the reservation' and inserting in
lieu thereof ‘‘the installation’';
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(3) in section 101(b)(4) (16 U.8.C. 670a(b)(4))—

(A4) in subparagraph (A), by striking out “'the
reservation” and inserting in lieu thereof “‘the
installation’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking out “‘the
military reservation” and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘the military installation’’;

(4) in section 101(c) (16 U.S8.C. 670a(c))—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking out ‘“‘a mili-
tary reservation” and inserting in lieu thereof
“‘a military installation"’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking out “‘the res-
ervation'" and inserting in liew thereof "the in-
stallation’’;

(5) in section 102 (16 U.S.C. 670b), by striking
out “military reservations’’ and inserting in lieu
thereof “'military installations'’; and

(6) in section 103 (16 U.S.C. 670c)—

(4) by striking out ‘‘military reservations'
and inserting in lieu thereof “military installa-
tions''; and

(B) by striking out *‘such reservations’' and
inserting in lieu thereof *‘such installations''.
SEC. 2914. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIA-

TIONS.

(a) PROGRAMS ON MILITARY INSTALLATIONS.—
Subsections (b) and (c) of section 109 of the
Stkes Act (as redesignated by section 1408) are
each amended by striking out ''1983" and all
that follows through *'1993," and inserting in
lieu thereof “*1983 through 2000,".

(b) PROGRAMS ON PUBLIC LANDS.—Section 209
of the Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 6700) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out ‘‘the sum
of $10,000,000"" and all that follows through *'to
enable the Secretary of the Interior’ and insert-
ing in lieu thereof *'$4,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 1998 through 2000, to enable the Secretary
of the Interior”’; and

(2) in subsection (b), by striking out *‘the sum
of $12,000,000" and all that follows through “to
enable the Secretary of Agriculture’’ and insert-
ing in liew thereof *°$5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 1998 through 2000, to enable the Secretary
of Agriculture’'.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL
SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS AND OTHER
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations
SEC. 3101. WEAPONS ACTIVITIES.

(a) STOCKPILE STEWARDSHIP.—Funds are
hereby authorized to be appropriated to the De-
partment of Energy for fiscal year 1998 for
stockpile stewardship in carrying out weapons
activities necessary for national security pro-
grams in the amount of $1,733,400,000, to be allo-
cated as follows:

(1) For core stockpile stewardship,
£1,257,100,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For operation and maintenance,
$1,158,290,000.

(B) For plant projects (including mainte-
nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac-
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con-
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years,
and land acquisition related thereto),
$£98,810,000, to be allocated as follows:

Project 97-D-102, dual-axis radiographic
hydrotest facility, Los Alamos National Labora-
tory, Los Alamos, New Mezico, $46,300,000.

Project 96-D-102, stockpile stewardship facili-
ties revitalization, Phase VI, various locations,
$19,810,000.

Project 96-D-103, ATLAS, Los Alamos Na-
tional Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Mexico,
$13,400,000.

Project 96-D-105, contained firing facility ad-
dition, Lawrence Livermore National Labora-
tory, Livermore, California, $19,300,000.



11552

(2) For inertial fusion, $414,800,000, to be allo-
cated as follows:

{A) For operation
$217,000,000.

(B) For the following plant project (including
maintenance, restoration, planning, construc-
tion, acquisition, and modification of facilities,
and land  acquisition related  thereto),
$197,800,000, to be allocated as follows:

Project 96-D-111, national ignition facility, lo-
cation to be determined, $197,800,000.

(3) For technology transfer and education,
861,500,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A4) For technology transfer, $52,500,000.

(B) For education, $9,000,000.

(b) STOCKPILE MANAGEMENT.—Funds are
hereby authorized to be appropriated to the De-
partment of Energy for fiscal year 1998 for
stockpile management in carrying out weapons
activities necessary for national security pro-
grams in the amount of $2,024,150,000, to be allo-
cated as follows:

(1) For operation
$1,668,265,000.

(2) For plant projects (including maintenance,
restoration, planning, construction, acquisition,
modification of facilities, and the continuation
of projects authorized in prior years, and land
acquisition related thereto), $155,885,000, to be
allocated as follows:

Project 98-D-123, stockpile management re-
structuring initiative, {tritium factory mod-
ernization and consolidation, Savannah River
Site, Aiken, South Carolina, $11,000,000.

Project 98-D-124, stockpile management re-
structuring initiative, Y-12 Plant consolidation,
Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $6,450,000.

Project 98-D-125, tritium extraction facility,
Savannah River Site, Aiken, South Carolina,
£9,650,000.

Project 98-D-126, acceleralor production of
tritium, various locations, 867,865,000,

Project 97-D-122, nuclear materials storage fa-
cility renovation, Los Alamos National Labora-
tory, Los Alamos, New Merico, $9,200,000.

Project 97-D-124, steam plant wastewater
treatment facility upgrade, Y-12 Plant, Ouk
Ridge, Tennessee, $1,900,000.

Project 96-D-122, sewage treatment quality
upgrade (STQU), Panter Plant, Amarillo,
Teras, $6,900,000.

Project 96-D-123, retrofit heating, ventilation,
and air conditioning and chillers for ozone pro-
tection, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee,
$2,700,000.

Project 95-D-122, sanitary sewer upgrade, Y-
12 Plant, Ouk Ridge, Tennessee, $12,600,000.

Project 94-D-124, hydrogen [fluoride supply
system, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee,
$1,400,000.

Project 94-D-125, upgrade life safety, Kansas
City Plant, Kansas City, Missouri, $2,000,000.

Project 93-D-122, life safety upgrades, Y-12
Plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $2,100,000.

Project 92-D-126, replace emergency notifica-
tion system, various locations, $3,200,000.

Project 88-D-122, facilities capability assur-
ance program, various locations, $18,920,000.

(c) PROGRAM DIRECTION.—Funds are hereby
authorized to be appropriated to the Department
of Energy for fiscal year 1998 for program direc-
tion in carrying out weapons activities nec-
essary for national security programs in the
amount of $208,500,000.

SEC. 3102. ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND
WASTE MANAGEMENT.,

(@) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.—Funds
are hereby authorized to be appropriated to the
Department of Energy for fiscal year 1998 for
environmental restoration in carrying out envi-
ronmental restoration and waste management
activities necessary for national security pro-
grams in the amount of $1,000,973,000, of which
$388,000,000 shall be allocated to the uranium

and maintenance,

and  maintenance,
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enrichment
sioning fund.

(b) CLOSURE PROJECTS.—Funds are hereby au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Department of
Energy for fiscal year 1998 for closure projects
carried out in accordance with section 3143 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat.
2836; 42 U.S.C. 7274n) in the amount of
$905,800,000.

(c) WASTE MANAGEMENT.—Funds are hereby
authorized lo be appropriated to the Department
of Energy for fiscal year 1998 for waste manage-
ment in carrying out environmental restoration
and waste management activities necessary for
national security programs in the amount of
$1,536,344,000, to be allocated as follows:

(1) For operation and maintenance,
$1,455,576,000.

(2) For plant projects (including maintenance,
restoration, planning, construction, acguisition,
modification of facilities, and the continuation
of projects authorized in prior years, and land
acquisition related thereto), $80,768,000, to be al-
located as follows:

Project 98-D-401, H-tank farm storm water
systems upgrade, Savannah River Site, Aiken,
South Carolina, $1,000,000.

Project 97-D—402, tank farm restoration and

decontamination and decommis-

safe  operations, Richland, Washington,
$13,961,000.
Project 96-D—408, waste management up-

grades, various locations, $8,200,000.

Project 95-D-402, install permanent electrical
service, Waste Isolation Pilot Plant, Carlsbad,
New Mexico, $176,000.

Project 95-D-405, industrial landfill V and
construction/demolition landfill VII, Y-12 Plant,
Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $3,800,000.

Project 95-D—407, 219-8 secondary contain-
ment upgrade, Richland, Washington,
$2,500,000.

Project 94-D—404, Melton Valley storage tank
capacity increase, Oak Ridge National Labora-
tory, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $1,219,000.

Project 94-D-407, initial tank retrieval sys-
tems, Richland, Washington, $15,100,000.

Project 93-D-187, high-level waste removal
from filled waste tanks, Savannah River Site,
Aiken, South Carolina, $17.520,000.

Project 92-D-172, hazardous waste treatment
and processing facility, Pantexr Plant, Amarillo,
Texas, $5,000,000.

Project 89-D-174, replacement high-level waste
evaporator, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South
Carolina, $1,042,000.

Project 86-D-103, decontamination and waste
treatment facility, Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory, Livermore, California, $11,250,000.

{d) TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT.—Funds are
hereby authorized to be appropriated to the De-
partment of Energy for fiscal year 1998 for tech-
nology development in carrying out environ-
mental restoration and waste management ac-
tivities necessary for national security programs
in the amount of $182,881,000.

(e) NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND FACILITIES STA-
BILIZATION.—Funds are hereby authorized to be
appropriated to the Department of Energy for
fiscal year 1998 for nuclear materials and facili-
ties stabilization in carrying out environmental
restoration and waste management activities
necessary for national security programs in the
amount of §1,244,021,000, to be allocated as fol-
lows:

(1) For
$1,159,114,000.

(2) For plant projects (including maintenance,
restoration, planning, construction, acquisition,
modification of facilities, and the continuation
of projects authorized in prior years, and land
acquisition related thereto), $84,907,000, to be al-
located as follows:

Project 98-D—453, plutonium stabilization and
handling system for plutonium finishing plant,
Richland, Washington, $8,136,000.
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June 19, 1997

Project 98-D-700, road rehabilitation, ldaho
National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho,
$500,000,

Project 97-D-450, Actinide packaging and
storage facility, Savannah River Site, Aiken,
South Carolina, 318,000,000,

Project 97-D—451, B-Plant safety class ventila-
tion upgrades, Richland, Washington,
$2,000,000.

Project 97-D-470, environmental monitoring
laboratory, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South
Carolina, $5,600,000.

Project 97-D-473, health physics site support
facility, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South
Carolina, $4,200,000.

Project 96-D—06, spent nuclear fuels canister
storage and stabilization facility, Richland,
Washington, $16,744,000.

Project 96-D-461, electrical distribution up-
grade, Idaho National Engineering Laboratory,
Idaho, $2,927,000.

Project 96-D—464, electrical and utility systems
upgrade, Idaho Chemical Processing Plant,
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho,
$14,985,000.

Project 96-D—-471, chlorofluorocarbon heating,
ventilation, and air conditioning and chiller ret-
rofit, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South Caro-
lina, $8,500,000.

Project 95-D-155, upgrade site road infra-
structure, Savannah River Site, South Carolina,
32,713,000,

Project 85-D—-456, security facilities consolida-
tion, Idaho Chemical Processing Plant, Idaho
National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho,
3602,000.

() PROGRAM DIRECTION.—Funds are hereby
authorized to be appropriated to the Department
of Energy for fiscal year 1998 for program direc-
tion in carrying out environmental restoration
and waste management activities necessary for
national securily programs in the amount of
$288,251,000.

{g) POLICY AND MANAGEMENT.—Funds are
hereby authorized to be appropriated to the De-
partment of Energy for fiscal year 1998 for pol-
icy and management in carrying out environ-
mental restoration and waste management ac-
tivities necessary for national security programs
in the amount of $20,000,000.

(h) ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE PROGRAM.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Energy for fiscal year 1998
for the environmental science program in car-
rying out environmental restoration and waste
management activities necessary for national se-
curity programs in the amount of $55,000,000.

(i) HANFORD TANK WASTE VITRIFICATION,—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Energy for fiscal year 1998
for the Hanford Tank Waste Vitrification
project, subject to the provisions of section 3145,
in the amount of $70,000,000.

(i) ADJIUSTMENT.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to this section
is the sum of the amounts authorized to be ap-
propriated in subsections (a) through (h) re-
duced by the sum of $20,000,000, to be derived
from mon-safety-related contractor training ex-
penses.

SEC. 3103, OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal
vear 1998 for other defense activities in carrying
out programs necessary for national security in
the amount of $1,512.551,000, to be allocated as
Jollows:

(1) For verification and control technology,
$428,600,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For nonproliferation and verification re-
search and development, $190,000,000.

(B) For arms control, $205,000,000.

(C) For intelligence, $33,600,000.

(2) For nuclear safeguards and securily,
847,200,000,
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(3) For security investigations, $25,000,000.

(4) For emergency management, $17,000,000.

(5) For program direction, $68,900,000.

(6) For worker and community transition as-
sistance, 322,000,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For worker and community transition,
$20,000,000.

(B) For program direction, $2,000,000.

(7) For fissile materials control and disposi-
tion, $103,451,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For operation and maintenance,
$99,451,000.

(B) For program direction, $4,000,000.

(8) For environment, safety, and health, de-
fense, $73,000,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For the Office of Environment, Safety,
and Health (Defense), $63,000,000.

(B) For program direction, $10,000,000.

(9) For the Office of Hearings and Appeals,
$1,900,000.

(10) For nuclear energy, $47,000,000, to be allo-
cated as follows:

(A) For nuclear technology research and de-
velopment (electrometallurgical), $12,000,000.

(B) For international nuclear safety (Soviet-
designed reactors), $25,000,000.

(C) For Russian plutonium reactor core con-
version, 310,000,000,

(11) For naval reactors development,
$678,500,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For operation and maintenance,
$648,920,000.

(B) For program direction, $20,080,000.

(C) For plant projects (including mainte-
nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac-
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con-
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years,
and land acquisition related thereto), 39,500,000,
to be allocated as follows:

Project 98-D-200, site laboratory/facility up-
grade, various locations, §1,200,000.

Project 97-D-201, advanced test reactor sec-
ondary coolant refurbishment, Idaho National
Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, $4,100,000.

Project 95-D-200, laboratory systems and hot
cell upgrades, various locations, $1,100,000.

Project 90-N-102, expended core facility dry
cell project, Naval Reactors Facility, Idaho,
$3,100,000.

SEC. 3104. DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal
year 1998 for payment to the Nuclear Waste
Fund established in section 302(c) of the Nuclear
Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(¢)) in
the amount of $190,000,000,

Subtitle B—Recurring General Provisions
SEC. 3121. REPROGRAMMING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Until the Secretary of En-
ergy submils to the congressional defense com-
mittees the report referred to in subsection (b)
and a period of 30 days has elapsed after the
date on which such committees receive the re-
port, the Secretary may not use amounts appro-
priated pursuant to this title for any program—

(1) in amounts that erceed, in a fiscal year—

(A) 110 percent of the amount authorized for
that program by this title; or

(B) $1,000,000 more than the amount author-
ized for that program by this title; or

(2) which has not been presented to, or re-
quested of, Congress.

(b) REPORT.—(1) The report referred to in sub-
section (a) is a report containing a full and com-
plete statement of the action proposed to be
taken and the facts and circumstances relied
upon in support of such proposed action.

(2) In the computation of the 30-day period
under subsection (a), there shall be excluded
any day on which either House of Congress is
not in session because of an adjournment of
more than 3 days to a day certain.

(¢) LIMITATIONS.—(1) In no event may the
total amount of funds obligated pursuant to this
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title exceed the total amount authorized to be
appropriated by this title.

(2) Funds appropriated pursuant to this title
may not be used for an item for which Congress
has specifically denied funds.

SEC. 3122, LIMITS ON GENERAL PLANT
PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL—The Secretary of Energy
may carry out any construction project under
the general plant projects authorized by this
title if the total estimated cost of the construc-
tion project does not exceed $2,000,000.

(b) REPORT TGO CONGRESS.—If, at any time
during the construction of any general plant
project authorized by this title, the estimated
cost of the project is revised because of unfore-
seen cost variations and the revised cost of the
project exceeds 32,000,000, the Secretary shall
immediately furnish @ complete report to the
congressional defense committees explaining the
reasons for the cost variation.

SEC. 3123. LIMITS ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL—(1) Ezcept as provided in
paragraph (2), construction on a construction
project may not be started or additional obliga-
tions incurred in connection with the project
above the total estimated cost, whenever the
current estimated cost of the construction
project, which is authorized by section 3101,
3102, or 3103, or which is in support of national
security programs of the Department of Energy
and was authorized by any previous Act, exr-
ceeds by more than 25 percent the higher of—

(A) the amount authorized for the project; or

(B) the amount of the total estimated cost for
the project as shown in the most recent budget
justification data submitted to Congress.

(2) An action described in paragraph (1) may
be taken if—

(A) the Secretary of Energy has submitted to
the congressional defense committees a report on
the actions and the circumstances making such
action necessary,; and

(B) a period of 30 days has elapsed after the
date on which the report is received by the com-
mittees.

(3) In the computation of the 30-day period
under paragraph (2), there shall be excluded
any day on which either House of Congress is
not in session because of an adjournment of
more than 3 days to a day certain.

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not
apply to any construction project which has a
current estimated cost of less than $5,000,000.
SEC. 3124. FUND TRANSFER AUTHORITY.

(a) TRANSFER TO OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.—
The Secretary of Energy may transfer funds au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Department of
Energy pursuant to this title to other Federal
agencies for the performance of work for which
the funds were authorized. Funds so transferred
may be merged with and be available for the
same purposes and for the same period as the
authorizations of the Federal agency to which
the amounts are transferred.

(b) TRANSFER WITHIN DEPARTMENT OF EN-
ERGY; LIMITATIONS.—(1) Subject to paragraph
(2), the Secretary of Energy may transfer funds
authorized to be appropriated to the Department
of Energy pursuant to this title between any
such authorizations. Amounts of authorizations
so transferred may be merged with and be avail-
able for the same purposes and for the same pe-
riod as the authorization to which the amounts
are transferred.

(2) Not more than five percent of any such au-
thorization may be transferred between author-
izations under paragraph (1). No such author-
ization may be increased or decreased by more
than five percent by a transfer under such para-
graph.

(3) The authority provided by this section to
transfer
authorizations—
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(A) may only be used to provide funds for
items relating to weapons activities necessary
for national security programs that have a high-
er priority than the items from which the funds
are transferred; and

(B) may not be used to provide authority for
an item that has been denied funds by Congress.

(c) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of
Energy shall promptly notify the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate and the Committee
on National Security of the House of Represent-
atives of any transfer of funds to or from au-
thorizations under this title.

SEC. 3125. AUTHORITY FOR CONCEPTUAL AND
CONSTRUCTION DESIGN.

(@) REQUIREMENT FOR CONCEPTUAL DESIGN.—
(1) Subject to paragraph (2) and except as pro-
vided in paragraph (3), before submitting to
Congress a request for funds for a construction
project that is in support of a national security
program of the Department of Energy, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall complete a conceptual de-
sign for that project. The Secretary shall submit
to Congress a report on each conceptual design
completed under this paragraph.

(2) If the estimated cost of completing a con-
ceptual design for a construction project exceeds
$3,000,000, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a request for funds for the conceptual de-
sign before submitting a request for funds for
the construction project.

(3) The reguirement in paragraph (1) does not
apply to a request for funds—

(A4) for a construction project the total esti-
mated cost of which is less than $2,000,000; or

(B) for emergency planning, design, and con-
struction activities under section 3126.

(b) AUTHORITY FOR CONSTRUCTION DESIGN.—
(1) Within the amounts authorized by this title,
the Secretary of Energy may carry out construc-
tion design (including architectural and engi-
neering services) in connection with any pro-
posed construction project if the total estimated
cost for such design does not exceed $600,000.

(2) If the total estimated cost for construction
design in connection with any construction
project exceeds $600,000, funds for such design
must be specifically authorized by law.

SEC. 3126. AUTHORITY FOR EMERGENCY PLAN-
NING, DESIGN, AND CONSTRUCTION
ACTIVITIES.

(a) AvrHORITY.—The Secretary of Energy
may use any funds available to the Department
of Energy pursuant to an authorization in this
title, including those funds authorized to be ap-
propriated for advance planning and construc-
tion design under sections 3101, 3102, and 3103,
to perform planning, design, and construction
activities for any Department of Energy na-
tional security program construction project
that, as determined by the Secretary, must pro-
ceed erpeditiously in order to protect public
health and safety, to meet the needs of national
defense, or to protect property.

(b) LiMITATION.—The Secretary may not erer-
cise the authority under subsection (a) in the
case of any construction project until the Sec-
retary has submitted to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the activities that
the Secretary intends to carry out under this
section and the circumstances making such ac-
tivities necessary.

(c) SPECIFIC AUTHORITY.—The regquirement of
section 3125(b)(2) does not apply to emergency
planning, design, and construction activities
conducted under this section.

SEC. 3127. FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR ALL NA-
TIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.

Subject to the provisions of appropriations
Acts and section 3121, amounts appropriated
pursuant to this title for management and sup-
port activities and for general plant projects are
available for use, when necessary, in connection
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with all national security programs of the De-

partment of Energy.

SEC. 3128. AUTHORITY RELATING TO TRANSFERS
OF DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MAN-
AGEMENT FUNDS.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY FOR DEFENSE ENVI-
RONMENTAL MANAGEMENT FUNDS.—The Sec-
retary of Energy shall provide the manager of
each field office of the Department of Energy
with the authority to transfer defense environ-
mental management funds from a program or
project under the jurisdiction of the office to an-
other such program or project. Any such trans-
fer may be made only once in a fiscal year to or
from a program or project, and the amount
transferred to or from a program or project may
not exceed $5,000,000 in a fiscal year.

(b) DETERMINATION.—A transfer may not be
carried out by a manager of a field office pursu-
ant to the aulhority provided under subsection
(a) unless the manager determines that such
transfer is necessary to address a risk to health,
safety, or the environment or to assure the most
efficient use of defense environmental manage-
ment funds at that field office.

(¢) EXEMPTION FROM REPROGRAMMING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—The requirements of section 3121
shall not apply to transfers of funds pursuant to
subsection (a).

(d) NoriricaTion.—The Secretary of Energy,
acting through the Assistant Secretary of En-
ergy for Environmental Management, shall no-
tify Congress of any transfer of funds pursuant
to subsection (a) not later than 30 days after
such a transfer occurs.

(e) LIMITATION.—Funds transferred pursuant
to subsection (a) may not be used for an item for
which Congress has specifically denied funds or
for a new program or project that has not been
authorized by Congress.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘“‘program or project” means,
with respect to a field office of the Department
of Energy, any of the following:

(A) A project listed in subsection (b) or (e) of
section 3102 being carried out by the office.

(B) A program referred to in subsection (a),
(b), (c), (e), or (g) of section 3102 being carried
out by the office.

(C) A project or program not described in sub-
paragraph (A) or (B) that is for environmental
restoration or waste management activities nec-
essary for national securily programs of the De-
partment of Energy, that is being carried out by
the office, and for which defense environmental
management funds have been authorized and
appropriated before the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(2) The term ‘‘defense environmental manage-
ment funds'' means funds appropriated to the
Department of Energy pursuant to an author-
ization for carrying out environmental restora-
tion and waste management activities necessary
for national security programs.

(g) DURATION OF AUTHORITY.—The authority
provided under subsection (a) to a manager of a
field office shall be in effect for the period be-
ginning on October 1, 1997, and ending on Sep-
tember 30, 1998.

Subtitle C—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 3131. BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE NA-
TIONAL LABORATORY PROGRAM.

(1) PROGRAM.—The Secretary of Energy shall
establish a program for purposes of making
available to the Secretary of Defense the exper-
tise of the national laboratories for the ballistic
missile defense programs of the Department of
Defense.

(b) TASk FORCE.—The Secretary of Energy
shall conduct the program through a task force
consisting of the directors of the Los Alamos Na-
tional Laboratory, the Sandia National Labora-
tories, and the Lawrence Livermore National
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Laboratory. The chairmanship of the task force
shall rotate each year among the directors of the
laboratories. The director of the Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory shall serve as
the first chairman.

(c) AcTiviTiES.—Under the program, the na-
tional laboratories shall carry out those activi-
ties necessary to respond to requests for assist-
ance from the Secretary of Defense with respect
to the ballistic missile defense programs of the
Department of Defense. Such activities may in-
clude the identification of technical modifica-
tions and test technigues, the analysis of phys-
ics problems, the consolidation of range and test
activities, and the analysis and simulation of
theater missile defense deployment problems.

(d) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to
be appropriated by section 3101(a)(1), $50,000,000
shall be available only for the program author-
ized by this section.

Subtitle D—Other Matters
SEC. 3141. PLAN FOR STEWARDSHIP, MANAGE-
MENT, AND CERTIFICATION OF WAR-
HEADS IN THE NUCLEAR WEAPONS
STOCKPILE.

(a) PLAN REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of
Energy shall develop and annually update a
plan  for maintaining the nuclear weapons
stockpile. The plan shall cover, at a minimum,
stockpile stewardship, stockpile management,
and program direction and shall be consistent
with the programmatic and technical require-
ments of the most recent annual Nuclear Weap-
ons Stockpile Memorandum.

(b) PLAN ELEMENTS.—The plan and each up-
date of the plan shall set forth the following:

(1) The number of warheads (including active
and inactive warheads) for each type of war-
head in the nuclear weapons stockpile.

(2) The current age of each warhead type, and

any plans for stockpile lifetime exrtensions and
modifications or replacement of each warhead
type.
(3) The process by which the Secretary of En-
ergy is assessing the lifetime, and requirements
for lifetime ertension or replacement, of the nu-
clear and nonnuclear components of the war-
heads (including active and inactive warheads)
in the nuclear weapons stockpile.

(4) The process used in recertifying the safety,
security, and reliability of each warhead type in
the nuclear weapons stockpile.

(5) Any concerns which would affect the abil-
ity of the Secretary of Energy to recertify the
safety, security, or reliability of warheads in the
nuclear weapons stockpile (including active and
inactive warheads).

(c) ANNUAL SUBMISSION OF PLAN TO CON-
GRESS.—The Secretary of Energy shall submit to
Congress the plan developed under subsection
(a) not later than March 15, 1998, and shall sub-
mit an updated version of the plan not later
than March 15 of each year thereafter. The plan
shall be submitted in both classified and unclas-
sified form.

(d) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED REQUIREMENTS.—
The following provisions of law are repealed:

(1) Subsection (d) of section 3138 of the Nua-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1947; 42
U.8.C. 2121 note).

(2) Section 3153 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
104-106; 110 Stat. 624; 42 U.S.C. 2121 note).

(3) Section 3159 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
104-106; 110 Stat. 626; 42 U.5.C. 7271b note).

(4) Section 3156 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law
104-201; 110 Stat. 2841; 42 U.8.C. 7271c).

SEC. 3142. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE REPORTING RE-
QUIREMENTS.

The following provisions of law are repealed:

(1) Subsection (e) of section 1436 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act, Fiscal Year
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1989 (Public Law 100-456; 102 Stat. 2075 42
U.S.C. 2121 note).

(2) Section 3143 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991
(Public Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1681; 42 U.S.C.
7271a).

(3) Section 3134 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law
102-484; 106 Stat. 2639).

SEC. 3143. REVISIONS TO DEFENSE NUCLEAR FA-
CILITIES WORKFORCE RESTRUC-
TURING PLAN REQUIREMENTS.

(a) REPEAL OF PERIOD FOR NOTIFICATION OF
CHANGES IN WORKFORCE.—Section 3161(c)(1) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1993 (42 U.S.C. 7274h(c)(1)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by inserting “‘and'’ at the end of subpara-
graph (A); and

(2) by striking out subparagraph (B).

(b) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENTS FOR PLAN Up-
DATES AND SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Sub-
sections (e) and (f) of section 3161 of such Act
are repealed.

(¢) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR LOCAL
IMPACT ASSISTANCE.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated to the Department of
Energy pursuant to section 3103(6) may be used
for local impact assistance from the Department
of Energy under section 3161(c)(6) of such Act
(42 U.S.C. 7274h(c)(6)).

(d) TREATMENT OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—
Section 3161 of such Act, as amended by sub-
section (b), is further amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

“(e) TREATMENT OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—
This section does not apply to employees of the
Department of Energy."".

(e) EFFECT ON USEC PRIVATIZATION ACT.—
Nothing in this section shall be construed as di-
minishing the obligations of the Secretary of En-
ergy under section 3110(a)(5) of the USEC Pri-
vatization Act (Public Law 104-134; 110 Stat.
1321-341; 42 U.8.C. 2297Th-8(a)(5)).

(f) TERMINATION.—Section 3161 of such Act (42
U.8.C. 7274h) is repealed, effective on September
30, 1999.

SEC. 3144. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR AP-
POINTMENT OF CERTAIN SCI-
ENTIFIC, ENGINEERING, AND TECH-
NICAL PERSONNEL.

Section 3161 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public Law
103-337; 108 Stat. 3095; 42 U.S.C. 7231 note) is
amended—

(1) by striking out subsection (c); and

(2) in subsection (d)(1), by striking out 1997
and inserting in lieu thereof ''1999".

SEC. 3145. REPORT ON PROPOSED CONTRACT
FOR HANFORD TANK WASTE VITRI-
FICATION PROJECT.

(@) PRIOR NOTICE TO CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE
COMMITTEES BEFORE ENTERING INTO CON-
TRACT.—{1) The Secretary of Energy may not
enter into a contract for the Hanford Tank
Waste Vitrification project until—

(A) the Secretary submits a report on the pro-
posed contract to the congressional defense com-
mittees; and

(B) a period of 30 days of continuous session
of Congress has erpired following the date on
which the report is submitted.

{2) For purposes of paragraph (1){B), the con-
tinuity of a session of Congress is broken only
by an adjournment of the Congress sine die, and
the days on which either House is not in session
because of an adjournment of more than three
days to a day certain are excluded in the com-
putation of such 30-day period.

(b) REPORT.—A report under subsection (a)(1)
shall include the following:

(A) A description of the activities to be carried
out under the contract.

(B) A description of the funds exrpended, and
the funds obligated but not exrpended, as of the



June 19, 1997

date of the report on remediation of Hanford
tank waste since 1989.

(C) A description of the contractual and fi-
nancial aspects of the contract, including any
provisions relating to the risk of nonperform-
ance and risk assumption by the United States
and the contractor or contractors.

(D) An analysis of the cost to the United
States of the proposed contract, including a de-
tailed analysis of the annual budget authority
and outlay reguirements for the life of the
project.

(E) If the proposed contract contemplates con-
struction of two projects, an analysis of the
basis for the selection of the two projects, and a
detailed analysis of the costs to the United
States of two projects compared to the costs to
the United States of one project.

(F) If the proposed contract provides for fi-
nancing of the project (or projects) by an entity
or entities other than the United States, a de-
tailed analysis of the costs of such financing
compared to the costs of financing the project
(or projects) by the United States.

SEC. 8146. LIMITATION ON CONDUCT OF SUB-
CRITICAL NUCLEAR WEAPONS
TESTS.

The Secretary of Energy may not conduct any
suberitical nuclear weapons tests using funds
available to the Secretary for fiscal year 1998
until 30 days after the Secretary submits to the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and
the Committee on National Security of the
House of Representatives a detailed report on
the manner in which funds available to the Sec-
retary for fiscal years 1996 and 1997 to conduct
such tests were used.

SEC. 3147. LIMITATION ON USE OF CERTAIN
FUNDS UNTIL FUTURE USE PLANS
ARE SUBMITTED.

(a) LimiTATION.—The Secretary of Energy
may not use more than 80 percent of the funds
available to the Secretary pursuant to the au-
thorization of appropriations in section 3102(f)
(relating to policy and management) until the
Secretary submits the plans described in sub-
section (b).

(b) PLANS.—The plans referred to in sub-
section (a) are the draft future use plan and the
final future use plan required under section
3153(f) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201;
110 Stat. 2840; 42 U.S.C. 7274k).

SEC. 3148. PLAN FOR EXTERNAL OVERSIGHT OF
NATIONAL LABORATORIES.

(@) PLAN REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of
Energy, acting through the Assistant Secretary
for Defense Programs, shall develop a plan for
the external oversight of the national labora-
tories.

(b) PLAN ELEMENTS —The plan shall—

(1) provide for the establishment of an erter-
nal oversight committee comprised of representa-
tives of industry and academia for the purpose
of making recommendations to the Secretary of
Energy and the congressional defense commit-
tees on the productivity of the laboratories and
on the ercellence, relevance, and appropriate-
ness of the research conducted by the labora-
tories; and

(2) provide for the establishment of a competi-
tive peer review process for funding basic re-
search at the laboratories.

(c) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary
of Energy shall submit the plan to the congres-
sional defense committees not later than 120
days after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(d) NATIONAL LABORATORIES COVERED.—For
purposes of this section, the national labora-
tories are—

(1) the Lawrence Livermore National Labora-
tory, Livermore, California;

(2) the Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los
Alamos, New Merico;
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(3) the Sandia National Laboratories, Albu-
quergue, New Merico; and

(4) the Nevada Test Site.
SEC. 3149, Wmm RESEARCH CEN-

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The maintenance of scientific and engi-
neering competence in the United States is vital
to long-term national security and the defense
and national security missions of the Depart-
ment of Energy.

(2) Engaging the universities and colleges of
the Nation in research on long-range problems
of vital national security interest will be critical
to solving the technology challenges faced with-
in the defense and national programs of the De-
partment of Energy in the next century.

(3) Enhancing collaboration among the na-
tional laboratories, universities and colleges,
and industry will contribute significantly to the
performance of these Department of Energy mis-
sions.

(b) CENTER.—The Secretary of Energy shall
establish a university-based research center at a
location that can develop the most effective col-
laboration among national laboratories, univer-
sities and colleges, and industry in support of
scientific and engineering advancement in key
Department of Energy defense program areas.

(c) FUNDING.—Of the funds authorized to be
appropriated to the Department of Energy in
fiscal year 1998, the Secretary shall make
$5,000,000 available for the establishment and
operation of the Center.

SEC. 3150. STOCKPILE STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM.
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:
(1) Eliminating the threat posed by nuclear

weapons to the United States is an important

national security goal.

(2) As long as nuclear threats remain, the nu-
clear deterrent of the United States must be ef-
fective and reliable.

(3) A safe, secure, effective, and reliable
United States nuclear stockpile is central to the
current nuclear deterrence strategy of the
United States.

(4) The Secretary of Energy has undertaken @
stockpile stewardship and management program
to ensure the safety, security, effectiveness, and
reliability of the nuclear weapons stockpile of
the United States, consistent with all United
States treaty requirements and the requirements
of the nuclear deterrence strategy of the United
States.

(5) It is the policy of the current administra-
tion that new nuclear weapon designs are not
required to effectively implement the nuclear de-
terrence strategy of the United States.

(b) PoLricy.—It is the policy of the United
States that—

(1) activities of the stockpile stewardship pro-
gram shall be directed toward ensuring that the
United States possesses a safe, secure, effective,
and reliable nuclear stockpile, consistent with
the national security requirements of the United
States; and

(2) stockpile stewardship activities of the
United States shall be conducted in conformity
with the terms of the Treaty on the Non-Pro-
liferation of Nuclear Weapons (TIAS 6839) and
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty signed by
the President on September 24, 1996, when and
if that treaty enters into force.

SEC. 3151. REPORTS ON ADVANCED SUPERCOM-

PUTER SALES TO CERTAIN FOREIGN
NATIONS.

(a) REPORTS.—The Secretary of Energy shall
require that any company that is a participant
in the Accelerated Strategic Computing Initia-
tive (ASCI) program of the Department of En-
ergy report to the Secretary and to the Secretary
of Defense each sale by that company lo a coun-
try designated as a Tier 1l country of a com-
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puter capable of operating at a speed in ercess
of 2,000,000 theoretical operations per second
(MTOPS). The report shall include a description
of the following with respect to each such sale:

(1) The anticipated end-use of the computer
sold.

(2) The software included with the computer.

(3) Any arrangement under the terms of the
sale regarding—

(A) upgrading the computer;

(B) servicing of the computer; or

(C) the furnishing of spare parts for the com-
puter.

(b) COVERED COUNTRIES.—For purposes of this
section, the countries designated as Tier I
countries are the countries listed as ‘‘computer
tier 3" eligible countries in part 740.7 of title 15
of the Code of Federal Regulations, as in effect
on June 10, 1997 (or any successor list),

(c) QUARTERLY SUBMISSION OF REPORTS.—The
Secretary of Energy shall require that reports
under subsection (a) be submitted quarterly.

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall submit to Congress an annual report
contaifing all information received under sub-
section (a) during the preceding year. The first
annual report shall be submitted not later than
July 1, 1998.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD
SEC. 3201. AUTHORIZATION.

There are authorized to be appropriated for
fiscal year 1998, $17,500,000 for the operation of
the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board
under chapter 21 of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2286 et seq.).

SEC. 3202. PLAN FOR TRANSFER OF FACILITIES
FROM JURISDICTION OF DEFENSE
NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY
BOARD TO JURISDICTION OF NU-
CLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION.

(@) PLAN REQUIREMENT.—(1) The Defense Nu-
clear Facilities Safety Board (in this section re-
ferred to as the “Board’) shall develop, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Energy and the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, a plan for—

(A) increasing the authority of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission to include the regula-
tion of Department of Energy defense nuclear
Jacilities; and

(B) decreasing or eliminating the functions of
the Board with respect to such facilities under
chapter 21 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42
U.S.C. 2286 et seq.).

(2) The plan shall be submitted to Congress
not later than siz months after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

(b) PLAN ELEMENTS.—The plan shall include
the following:

(1) A list of facilities as described in